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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Traffic Management 

 

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

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

3



#4830 
 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

4



#4830 
 
6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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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Experience Designer 
Auckland Rugby League 

 
 

14/03/2024 
 
Dear Auckland City Council, 
 
I am writing to you on behalf of Auckland Rugby League to express our strong support for 
the proposed increase in funding through the Sport and Recreation facilities Investment 
Fund (SRFIF) as outlined in Auckland Council’s Long-term Plan 2024-2034. As a Regional 
Sport Organisation deeply invested in the growth and development of Rugby League in 
Auckland, we believe that the Long-term Plan (LTP) presents a crucial opportunity to shape 
the future of our sport and our communities. 
 
As a key pillar in our strategy to 2030, Auckland Rugby League has been steadfast in our 
commitment to growing participation at all levels of the game. One of our proudest 
achievements has been the phenomenal growth we have witnessed in the girls and 
women's spaces within our sport. The number of female participants has surged, reflecting 
a growing demand for opportunities for girls and women to engage in Rugby League at both 
grassroots and elite levels. 
 
However, as participation numbers continue to rise, so too does the need for fit-for-
purpose facilities to accommodate this growth. This entails community Clubrooms, female 
changing rooms, sand carpeted fields, floodlit lighting. Adequate and accessible facilities 
are essential in providing safe and enjoyable playing experiences for our participants. 
Without suitable facilities, we risk hindering the development of Rugby League in Auckland 
and depriving our communities of the benefits that sport brings. 
 
The proposed increase in capital funding for sport and recreation through the Sport and 
Recreation Facilities Investment Fund (SRFIF), is a welcome step towards addressing the 
infrastructure deficit that our sport faces. By investing in facilities that meet the needs of 
our growing participant base, we can ensure that rugby league remains a vibrant and 
inclusive sport for all Aucklanders. 
 
As we look towards the future, Auckland Rugby League is committed to working 
collaboratively with Auckland Council to identify and prioritize the needs of our sport and 
our communities. We believe that by investing in fit-for-purpose facilities and supporting 
initiatives that promote participation, we can create a healthier, more active, and more 
connected Auckland. 
 

# 4830

6



In closing, I would like to extend our gratitude to Auckland Council for its ongoing support 
of rugby league in Auckland. Together, we can continue to make a positive impact on the 
lives of our participants and contribute to the thriving sporting landscape of our city. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter, and we look forward to the opportunity to 
further discuss how we can work together to achieve our shared goals. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Experience Designer 
Auckland Rugby League 

# 4830
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

No 

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

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Some projects are redundant and not needed. Un-necessary in todays climate. 

 

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

Pot holes and roading conditions 

 

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

Un-necessary upgrades of infrastructure that are in good condition.  Many times 
roading are resealed but road is in good state. 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The Trust who looked after it did a good job. Give back to community to run it. 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

no 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

 

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

no 

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support all priorities 
 

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

Very Important 

 

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

13



#4846 
 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

Considering the budget cuts throughout the council, MTLB have proposed a balanced 
10 year budget inline with our community needs. 
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

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

Greater strength in numbers if most businesses are included and not just the retail 
sector of the community. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No

15
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

PLease halt and if possible reverse supposed traffic calming initiatives. The 
unintended outcomes outweigh the benefits.  Examples are: 
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 - Speed bumps which result in cars accelrating away from them  at pace causing 
noise pollution for surrounding residences, inflict car damage. Anecdotally it seems the 
design of many of these speed bumps is less than robust also. 

- bike lanes that have inflcited carnage on our berms, especially in slow socio-
economic areas with high density living.  Please bring back their street parking until 
such time as higher public transport uptake is a reality not an ideology. 

- bike lanes that are unsafe for use by our recreational cyclists who cannot share them 
safely in concert iwith commuter cyclists.  

- urban desing such has been introduced to Tamaki drive - especially aroudn Mission 
bay. Its simply not a functional outcome. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Absolutley in favour of stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as some 
raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways.  Also in favour of a review of the 
functionality and saftey of intiatives introduced in recent years. 

 

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

Reversing traffic calming initiatives that are not fit for purpose. 

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We have to shake up the traditional funding model and this seems like viable 
alternative. 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

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

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

 

Tell us why 

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

Support 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Public transport and safe cycling options 

 

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

Traffic calming measure, traffic islands etc 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Too far away and limited connections for major sports events. Better to restore to a 
community facility and increase usage for local communities 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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I’d prefer the port to be moved and the land redeveloped for the benefit of the 
community and improve the downtown area 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

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

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

I don't know 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support most priorities 
 

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

Very Important 

 

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

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I don't know 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Improve network of public transport, that will get people like me to use them more 
frequently 

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

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Additional routes through the city and making it more appealing to the people to prefer 
public transport over private vehicle use. Ensure trains run on time and their 
maintenance is up-to-date to avoid cancellations in the future. Onehunga line should 
travel all the way to Britomart because it doesn't make sense to take 2 trains to the 
CBD. 

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support all priorities 
 

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

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Not Important 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Do not support 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Other 

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

Other 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 
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Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

Support 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

cycleways 

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 
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Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support most priorities 
 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 
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Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 
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Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support all priorities 
 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 

Fairly Important 
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restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

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

Fairly Important 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

Support 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Fix up water sewages in Huapa Street,Onehunga. 

Speed limit on Hardington Street,Onehunga.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Back to basics - focus on delivery of essential services. Do the same with less 

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

65



#4969 
 

Less waste on things that the council cannot impact - pass responsibility back to 
central gov 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland sucks from a transport perspective 

 

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

 

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

Cycle ways 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support most priorities 
 

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

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Very Important 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

No I'd like AC do do less and keep rates as low as possible until the economic situation 
for the average family im poroves, Rates are high enough as they are. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Cultural events, maori initiatives and generaly anything that is not and ESSENTIAL 
necessity for the people of auckland (i.e. Clean water is a a necessity, basic rubbish 
disposal is a necessity, as opposed to climate change initiatives and fancy 
unnecessary recycly bins who nobody uses, are nice to have). 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not support network optimisation if it means more rates, keep the bus lanes that 
there are and use them better. Identify already heavily used routes and improve those 
rather than going out on a limb trying to convice other people to use public transport. If 
public transport is RELIABLE and efficient, people will use it. 

 

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

No, stop spending, Auckland Council has wasted enough of ratepayers money 

 

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

as I said, anything that is not ESSENTIAL, not necessary everyday for the ratepayer in  
the short term, cut cut cut! When the economic situation improves, with time, then we 
can start looking at long term plans and strategies. AC need to understand this is an 
emergency, people can barely put food on the table, time to be sensible and prudent, 
stop spending! 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

The cost for the maintanance of the stadium seems excessive to me, are we sure 
nobody is lining their pockets? a review of the actual cost would be good, and anyway 
the people who manage the stadium should look into finding savings or new lines of 
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revenues, e.g. if the stadium is open to a wider public, whoever means to use it should 
be paying for it, user pays seems sensible. 

 

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

use the money to pay off debt 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I do not support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

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

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

 

Tell us why 

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

Support 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

Nothing 

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

Reduce council spending on administration. Better efficiency. 
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Less people and less bureaucracy. Concentrate on the things that matter and not 
waste our money on the things that don't. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Far too much money wasted on bus lanes, empty buses driving with very few 
passengers. Be proactive and think of alternatives. 

 

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

Electrify trains. Extend train service to Kumeu and the west. 

 

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

Bus lanes 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Make better use of the stadium. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 
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Once sold its gone. Look at reducing Council costs rather than finding new money to 
waste. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

It was promised that establishment of the 'supercity'would bring reduced costs, 
increased efficiencies and a unified city. Little evidence of that and in most respects 
has been a dismal failure. Has lead to more bureaucracy, a bloated council and more 
rules from the grand tower in Albert Street. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Not really used by POAL 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

I don't know 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

 

Tell us why 

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

I don't know 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Community events & sports to bring everyone together. 

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

Fund cycle lanes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport needs to be more reliable, making it easier to pay doesn’t feel like a 
priority.  Focus on important routes.  Planning traffic control when road works a bit 
better. 

 

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

Traffic management during roadworks 

 

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

Cycle ways 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

What locals feels is best 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

We should be in charge of our main entry and exit into the country 
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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: 

Port has never been run very well.  Letting someone else take control but retaining the 
land is a good idea. 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

We need things to happen now 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Need to create more spaces for tourism 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Do not support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

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

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 

It’s important local communities are 
delivering events as they know what our 
community need. 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

Good 

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

Support 
 

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

It’s an important link for Auckland 

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

At this stage auckland council should consider a very high inflation rate, and with no 
salary increase/ minimum cpi in the company. While other expenses are keep 
increasing over 7.5%. We dont have enough money. Easy way to change tax bracket 
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and increase for those people in the high income. Furthermore this is not the right time 
to implement the project. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transportation is important reducing the traffic. Pls also implemented not this year or 
the following year. When the inflation is 3% 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

Do not support 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Focusing more on cheaper, reliable and accessible public transport is the key to a 
functioning high quality city. Auckland is unfortunately it suited well for bike lanes and 
as such should not be invested in 

 

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

Public transport 

 

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

Cycle ways and cycle lanes 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

With a likely CBD stadium competing with Eden Park. Auckland doesn’t need an 
additional stadium in the north shore. The land and resources could be better utilised 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The Auckland airport is a strategic asset but not optimal for cash or capital gains. 
Spreading the proceeds across fund managers would see greater returns and strength 
the Councils balances sheet 
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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: 

Offshore operators would likely win the Port operating deal. While this would send 
money offshore. I think the windfall payment would help secure Auckland’s future and 
balance sheet going forward. Allowing the council to better invest in things Aucklanders 
want more. 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland needs to build a robust balance sheet to weather the inevitable future issues 
that the city will face. Unforseen circumstances will always happen and it is vital to be 
prepared. Building a war chest will allow for this. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 
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The Auckland waterfront is one of the best in the world. It’s such a pity we have a port 
there. Having travelled much of the world. We should make use of the land and turn it 
into a hub for the residents of the city to enjoy 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

The Auckland waterfront is one of the best in the world. It’s such a pity we have a port 
there. Having travelled much of the world. We should make use of the land and turn it 
into a hub for the residents of the city to enjoy 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

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

I support most priorities 
 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 
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(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

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

People make an area great. Allowing 
people to put on events and celebrate their 
neighbourhood builds culture and breeds 
vibrancy 

 

Tell us why 

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

Support 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

I support all priorities 

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

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

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

 

Fairly Important 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

Fairly Important 

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

 

Fairly Important 

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

 

Very Important 

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

 

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

 

Tell us why 

The city needs to be safe. Without that no one will come to enjoy it 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

Council staff salaries 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

No 

 

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

Wasteful projects 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

112



#5026 
 
 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

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

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 
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Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I do not support any priorities 
 

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

Not Important 

 

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

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

Not Important 

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

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 
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Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Auckland council and local boords: in the tough times where households are straggling 
to put food on the table, you need to concentrate and your core services (e.g. rubbish 
collections) and stop chasing some idealistic goals! Count every dollar you spend in 
our behalf or you'll be voted out before you know it
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

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

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

I don't know 

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

 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 
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Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I do not support most priorities 
 

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

Not Important 

 

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

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

Not Important 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

I’d rather see improved infrastructure & 
flood drainage than pretty precieints.  That 
can come later but stop flooding our 
properties.  We’re a modern city, look at 
how an intensified city like Singapore can 
manage water reticulation & Auckland can’t.  
It must be priority. 

 

Tell us why 

Focus on infrastructure first 

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

Do not support 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

Other 

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

No 

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

Less staff required to do less.  
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Less speedhumps, less speed restrictions, less bus stops in the only traffic lane 
available for cars. No regional fuel tax, no congestion charging, no changes to unitary 
plan 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The way AT runs public transport and CRL will bankrupt all involved. All changes seem 
to only support bikes, buses and pedestrians at motorist disadvantages. 

 

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

no 

 

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

Public transport. User pays model. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Scrap it and sell the land, Auckland has too many medium sized stadiums due to poor 
council planning previously. 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us why: 

Sell chunks of it, if you are unable to balance the books. AC seems to have alot of staff 
whom do not produce much. Perhaps looking in wrong areas for savings. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

Infrastructure not good for 35 years. Want port moved away from main street of 
Auckland for amenity. 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Look at massive staff numbers for savings and supporting projects with no tangible 
benefits. 

 

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

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

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Very Important 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Transport, especially thinking about it in a full system that includes active modes more, 
user charging for entering into the city and finally getting park fees and fines up would 
have my preference. Town regenerations are also incredibly important to work towards 
resillient and attractive places in our 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? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The stopping of pedestrian and cycleways is the wrong way to go. It is well understood 
internationally that these are the cheapest investments with a lot of return, seeing them 
stopped in the proposal does not make sense. We are also in a city that is well behind 
internationally with offering a multi modal transport system and to focus only linear on 
public transport, without considering active modes is a mistake. Now that also 
government is stepping out of active modes and climate change, I would like to see the 
Council do more to step up and support and transform our city into a practical, sensible 
spending city that can compete nationally and internationally. 

 

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

See above. Do not stop crucial spending needed on the most vulnerable users of 
transport in our community, people who walk and cycle. They form an essential part of 
any modern transport system in a modern city, with the current forecast of spending, it 
will see Auckland falling behind and with it the potential to revitalise many parts of the 
city quicker and cheaper. 

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

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

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support all priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

 

Tell us why 

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

Support 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Cycle way is the least priority 

 

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

Public transport, more quicker, efficient and most importantly reliable 

 

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

Cycleway 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

Other 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

cycling, walking and public transport infrastructure - especially linking up existing bike 
paths. 

The Making Space for Water programme’s inclusion of “blue-green corridors”. These 
are walking and cycling paths through greenspaces and alongside streams, adding to 
our walking, cycling network while also creating a natural drainage area. 
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Auckland Climate Grants and the Live Lightly Programme which can fund community-
led programmes to empower people to ride bikes for transport 

More investment for local boards: enabling them to better deliver on local climate 
action plans and local transport priorities 

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

immediate stop to new roads. De-prioritise private vehicles 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

For no reason reduce funding for cycleways, pedestrians, rather increase funding for 
these, and cut back massively on funding for polluting cars. Fund it from increased 
parking charges, and congestion charges for private cars. 

increased investment in cycling infrastructure and maintenance. Investing in cycling 
has benefit-cost ratios of anywhere from 10:1 up to 25:1 

Support for more raised pedestrian crossings and increased maintenance of our 
footpaths 

Support for “Dig Once”: aligning delivery of transport projects with delivery of other 
infrastructure such as water improvements, to reduce costs and disruption overall.  

 leverage road renewals and maintenance for quick fixes that make streets safer for 
walking and cycling every time a road is repaved, repaired or repainted. 

Support for multi-modal trips: such as the proposed $50 weekly cap for public 
transport, bikes on buses, more investment in train services 

advocate to Central Government and Waka Kotahi for a lane on the existing Harbour 
Bridge to be reallocated for walking, cycling, and wheeling. 

The UN for Environment recommends 20% of our transport budgets are towards 
walking and cycling but Auckland Transport typically allocates under 1% of our 
transport budget on cycling – we are massively underinvesting! 

 Auckland Council’s commitment to the Transport Emissions Reduction Pathway, and 
Te Tāruke-ā-Tāwhiri, Auckland’s Climate Plan. 
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2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

cycleways, pedestrian access, public transport 

A safe, connected cycle network can be delivered fast and affordably by reallocating 
road space and using pop up protection like concrete or rubber separators 

 

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

priority for cars, parking 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It does seem under-utilised at present. But it is a long way from where I live, so I 
seldom go there. 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

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

Funding and support for community driven environmental work (e.g., habitat 
restoration, plant and animal pest control. 

Funding and support for community groups that focus on climate action (e.g., waste, 
active transport, education, etc).  

Growth of active transport networks such as cycleways and walkways. 

Establishment and development of green corridors. 

Development and implementation of Climate Action Plans. 

Circular economy strategies and actions. 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

 

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

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

 

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

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support all priorities 
 

153



#5206 
 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

 

Tell us why 

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

Support 
 

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

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable): Panama Riverside Friends Society Incorporated 

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

We in the Panama rd area of Mt Wellington a largely left out of re: normal (treated the 
same) intitled services, roads (bus imenities), parks, toilets (lack thereof) common 
community guardianship.  There are 3000 residential homes here & we are growing 
(intensification). Not to mention, we are just down the road from our 15-minute City 
Sylvia Park, it's worthwhile making an investment in our area if only to curb the 
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lowersocio economical area we are labelled with (pepper pot).  We are a waterside 
paradise to be discovered, and a central gateway to cycle & walkway path, all the way 
from the Auckland CBD to Manukau City.       

Yours Sincerely 

Steven Patrick Carroll Chairmen of the Panama Riverside Friends Society 
Incorporated! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Do less of: paying those who have no experience or initiative not to mention interest 
(empathy) or consideration, with what they are hired to do! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

I have my own ideas for transport its racicals self supporting faster for traffic safer for 
all, but you would have to pay me to get the plans. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Community support groups (spend more on them) that are not ideological. To fix a 
family you need to have an ifrastructure to recieve them into. To do that, you then get 
all those fixed families to form a strong community.  then you can impact a City for the 
better. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Consultancy groups (spend nothing or little on them) the community who need the help 
are the ones that have the answers 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 
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Tell us why: 

We need a better one to serve all of Auckland that means the other two mager ones 
can be reasigned accordingley.  one super stadium to suit all codes and international 
events. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

I would only agree to sell & asset if the interests were reinvested in something more 
substancial which I doubt there is.  therefore the mangment of it needs to be 
addressed. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

The Port is the future, reinvestment with increased income flow, projected by 
inivations, research into what has succeeded elswhere in the world. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Because I want us to suceed! 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Fix the motorways & proceeding roads that feed them. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 
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Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 
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Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

no comment 

 

Tell us why 

no comment 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

no comment 

 

Tell us why 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

no comment
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Cant afford it 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Do not support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Not Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Spent money wisely 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Protect businesses ramp raid 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Do only if and when necessary 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Making sure transport is efficient unnecessarily 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Unnecessary upgrade and rebuilding of walkway 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Management sucks 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Do not support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Not Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better public transport. More frequent trains and busses. 

More festivals which feature culture, food, and music. 

Movies in the Park are a great idea. Keep funding Local Boards to deliver them. 
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Museums with more exhibitions. 

Additional recycling and compost bins in areas where people gather. 

Widening of footpaths, especially where roads are the dominant form of transport. 

Pedestrian crossings! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce marketing and advertising of public transport. That doesn't get people onto 
buses! Frequent, reliable, and fast services do! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

GOOD - making public transport faster, more reliable and easier to use by investing in 
rapid transit network actions, such as making it easier to pay and introducing capped 
weekly public transport passes 

BAD - network optimisation, reducing temporary traffic management requirements and 
introducing dynamic lanes 

UGLY - stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as some raised pedestrian 
crossings and cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Introducing the ability to pay via alternative methods would be a game changer. 

A cap on public transport for all users is a fantastic idea. Coupled with paying less as 
you move from one zone to another will invite more people to use rapid transit options. 

I would like to see more trains. Every 15 mins instead of 30 mins for the Onehunga line 
would be amazing. 

Pedestrian crossings. 

More walking and cycleways. 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Introducing (more) dynamic lanes is a bad idea. It's unsafe and people can get 
confused easily. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

If it's under-utilised, consider, in consultation with the community, what can be done to 
increase its use. 

Can the new Auckland football club play here once in a while? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Auckland Future Fund with AIAL and port lease 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

191



#5319 
 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 

Very Important 
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restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

The Waiapu Lane district development is 
key to changing the perception people have 
of Onehunga and making it an attractive 
place to live, eat, and visit. 

I'd also like to see some changes made to 
the Onehunga wharf. It seems like a prime 
location to re-develop. It's an eye sore and 
can thrive with new publicly accessible 
areas, housing, and business development. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
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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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Do not support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

I don't know 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

I don't know 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

I don't know 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

I don't know 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 

I don't know 
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Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

202



#5403 
 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 
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Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 
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Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

I think that there are bigger issues that 
should be focused on and spent more 
money on. 

 

Tell us why 

I do not know what the 10 year budget is. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Personally I believe that the public transport needs to be made more efficient and 
better. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Train lines 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don’t know 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don’t know 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

We shouldn’t use money on the port if there are other things for it to be used on. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I don’t know 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Not really 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don’t  know 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

It would be nice 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No

212



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

stop all race based boards  and stop all signs in te reo 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

use money to make rates cheaper 

 

4d. Do you have 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? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

stop wasting money on speed bumps 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

stop wasting rate payers money    stop all race based boards    immediately

222



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Public Transport helps everyone. Bigger, better, faster, more of it and subsidies! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less funding for public events and vanity projects. Once infrastructure is sorted then 
spend on the cultural stuff. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep the cycle ways, if separated.  Less traffic is always best and helps other pt and 
congestion goals. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

224



#5483 
 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Roading improvements and more parking  

Fix up council parks and walkways 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Nothing in particular but I would like to see a better cost benefit approach taken to 
some projects as some same to focus more on how they look rather than whether they 
are fit for purpose 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Can't afford to pay more. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Stick to core council business like rubbish collections, footpaths, libraries. We do not 
need art projects for our town centres to "highlight" culture or diversity. We don't need 
everything Maori'fied. Eliminate the "nice to haves" in these tough times. No more 
movies in parks, no more parades. The people are struggling in this economy, wages 
increases aren't enough to cover the thousands of dollars in rates we have to pay. The 
council is not there to promote arts and culture. Stop wasting our money. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Bus network is terrible. Walking for half an hour to get a bus stop in the dark at either 
ends of the day does not appeal. Prices are too high for public transport. Cheaper and 
more convenient to drive. Buses are always empty. Hundreds of houses removed for 
bus lanes that no one wants to use at a cost of many millions of dollars was a poor 
decision. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Stop spending money. You waste millions on consultants who have the worst ideas, 
that destroy communities 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop wasting money on consultants. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Do what needs to be done so it funds itself and doesn't need our rates to pay for it. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't sell money making assets. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Don't sell money making assets. You would waste the $2.1 billion on stupid projects 
and then have to put our rates up again to cover your poor decisions. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Core council services - but that needs to be defined as what most people define as 
Core and what the council seems to think is Core seem to be different. You waste so 
much money on culture when that is not core council business. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Stop wasting our money. It is increasingly hard to live in Auckland with low wages and 
high rates. 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Downtown Auckland is dirty, depressing and unsafe. Costs too much to visit there with 
carparking or public transport. Already have enough public spaces with ugly concrete 
playgrounds 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Do what generates income so our rates don't have to increase 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

10 people in 1 house pay the same amount of rates that 1 person in 1 house pays. 
People living alone use less services and should pay less rates. The house of 10 need 
to pay more rates as they use more of the council sevices. Base your rates on the 
number of people living in the house,. 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 
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Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support any priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 

Not Important 
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restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Wasting money on culture again. No real 
vision for this area. 

No way to measure "empowering" and 
"collaborate" and "encourage" so the 
money is wasted year after year on pet 
projects with no real result, other than a 
declining neighbourhood, with rubbish on 
the street, crime, and walk bridge we can't 
use, traffic choas with a poorly designed 
alternative to the roundabout 

 

Tell us why 

Terrible. No vision for the area. You have ruined this area over the past 20 years. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 
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Stop creating new programs that cost people money. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Local boards are not representing the people in the community. They do not listen to 
the community, they have their own agenda, aligned with the political party they belong 
to. They don't fight for what is best for our community, which makes people wonder if 
they are getting any kickbacks, when bad decision after bad decision is made that 
ruins peoples lives.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More rubbish clean up, reduce homelessness 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Reduce staff paid over $100,000 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Improve the trains reliability 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Once these things are gone that's it you xant get them back 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. Cut back staff and use of consultants will save us millions of dollars. Be more 
efficient, make everybody return to the office, make people accountable for budgets, 
employ senior managers who do not mind getting their hands dirty, not faceless 
muppets whom do nothing.  
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I am sick and tired of my rates going up hundreds of dollars every year and what am I 
getting in return? Less services, streets strewn with rubbish, kerb and channels filled 
with sediment and vegetation that eventually fills the cesspits causing un-necessary 
flooding when a downpour occurs. Yes the city is full of people now whom do not have 
a sense of civic duty but good strong leadership with measured and thoughtful 
spending of hard earned ratepayer dollars is what will bring that back. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less waste on nice to haves such as free movies in parks, subsidizing events to come 
to the city, raised crossings, less staff but with more local decision making. A major 
overhaul is required as constantly raising rates is non sustainable. There will be a rates 
revolt if Council do not sort themseves out. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop ideological initiatives such as under used cycle lanes, raised crossings, reduced 
speed limits of 30km EVERYWHERE. Yes, put money into better and more frequent 
train services but stop trying to make all of Auckland ride bikes! Its just not going to 
happen. Congestion charging will not work either as all that will happen is clogging up 
arterial roads such as Great South Road and all of the side roads. Another silly idea. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Train services work. Get more money into providing a more frequent and efficient train 
network. Maintaining roads and footpaths. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes, pedestrian crossings, EV charging stations, 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 
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Tell us why: 

Get rid of it. It has never worked, too far away for most Aucklanders and just a waste of 
money. Sell it to a developer and use the money to look after other stadia. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell the auckland Airport shares, sell the Port of Auckland business (retain land). Use 
the funds to pay off debt. 

 

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: 

Good idea, Council are not business people and certainly have no idea how to 
manage a port operation. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

No. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Great idea, open up the city to the harbour. Get rid of the unsightly cars parked there 
at the moment. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Open that whole area up for the city to benefit from. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Do not support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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get smarter, be more accountable and do not waste our money. The number of 
rateable properties has grown hugely over the past ten years with new apartments and 
townhouses being built everywhere. However, our individual rates demands have still 
increased significantly. Why when you have so many more people/properties to take 
rates off? Something is not right with the current model of empire building that we are 
currently seeing. Sort it out now before people decided to start defaulting on rates and 
Council then has a revolution on its hands. Dont think it would never happen because 
when you push people into a corner unexpected thing can and do happen. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Not Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Most of the above are nice to haves. We 
simply cannot afford to keep them going. 
Stop them ASAP please. 

 

Tell us why 

Not much. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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No 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

no 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

no 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Redevelop so it's not a white elephant 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Makes sense to diversify 

 

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: 

The Council doesn't need to run a port 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Northport needs to be a worthy option within 15 years 

261



#5655 
 
 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Increased resiliance for Public Transport, safety improvements for pedestrians and 
cyclists. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Improving Cyclist and Pedestrian safety is a priority for me. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycling and Pedestrian improvements. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I appreciate long term thinking and investment. Due to how important the choice of 
fund management is, I would like to see more info about how that choice would be 
made however. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

With how important the Port of Auckland is to the city, direct control of operations is 
important to me. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Long term thinking and investment is important to me. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

If ownership was to be transferred, it should be done with a more specific plan for what 
would happen to Captain Cook and Marsden wharfs. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 
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Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

271



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleway projects should continue and actually be accelerated. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways and the old Connected Communities program 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 

274



#5694 
 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Howick,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 

Fairly Important 
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Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Other 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 
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Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 
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Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Specifically, I want to pay more for investment in, Surface light rail rapid transport. 
Completing a connected cycle way network. Congestion charging. Parking 
enforcement. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Golf courses should not be owned by the council. If they cannot be run by a private 
company successfully rate payers should not be subsidising their existence. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Overall I support this proposal, but it is missing a surface light rail focus. This will be 
cheap, manageable, can be delivered in stages. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Speeding up delivery of a protected cycle way network. Auckland surface light rail. 
Double tracking the Onehunga rail way line 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Stadiums appear to be too heavily subsidised for too small of a group of users 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

Establish the Auckland fund with sale of golf courses and lease of port operations. Do 
not sell airport shares. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Continue to push the government for more AK council control over Auckland decisions. 
Also push for the GST on rates top be transferred back to Auckland 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

290



#5873 
 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cut back on wasteful spending 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Do one thing, do it well 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Road Bumps in ridiculous places. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Why would ratepayers living across the ditch from North Harbour want to pay for 
something that is not of benefit to them? 

 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The city seems to have an ever growing need for growth 

 

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: 

The city needs to generate income 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Self service 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

The port has to generate income for ratepayers 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

How much money spent on these 
community groups show accountability? 
Public does not hear about them 

 

Tell us why 

Frightening 
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Living in this city has now become suffocating, unhealthy, expensive and unappealing. 
Council needs to stop the multi rise apartments that are an eyesore and heat traps in 
communities. The feeling of community has disappeared.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Providing and paying for food scrap bins when it does not suit every household. Give 
us the option and/or provide compost setups so people can choose to use a bin or to 
setup compost. 

302



#5910 
 

Spend less on speed bumps and pedestrian crossings. 

The amount of motorway closures during the night seems to be excessive and 
therefore costing lots in traffic management etc. More efficiency there. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support Aucklanders making the decisions on transport. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More train capacity and improved train services. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Speed bumps, bike lanes, unnecessary pedestrian crossings, traffic management 
services 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Redevelop or sell the stadium for other use. Redevelop Onewa Domain to accomodate 
North Harbour rugby home ground during the NPC. 

Spend money elsewhere for example - ensure the famous Ponsonby Rugby Club 
remains at Western Springs. Redevelop the stadium to better accomodate concerts, 
speedway and Ponsonby rugby. Especially the redevelopment of the flood damaged 
Ponsonby clubrooms and also these could be used for various other reasons during 
the off season. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

While I believe a private organisation will run the port better than council, I'm not 
convinced that $2.1 billion is the correct amount the lease will sell for. I believe it will be 
less. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 
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Marsden wharf is an eye sore and Captain Cook wharf isn't always used. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Too many car ships will always be required to stop in Auckland. A dedicated wharf for 
this is essential. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
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growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I support further investment into a surface light rail rapid transit network starting with a 
route from the City Centre to Mt Roskill, and then further expansion to Onehunga, 
Māngere and other transport corridors such as the North-Western and Northern 
corridor. Any busway development along the North-Western corridor should be future-
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proofed for surface light rail upgrades. Consistent work over the last decade, reflected 
in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway 2023 report, has shown that 
to effectively address Auckland's congestion issues we cannot rely solely on a bus 
network. The busiest bus corridors in our city are already reaching capacity, and the 
long-term plan should reflect that reality.  

Additionally, I support Auckland controlling its own transport priorities. An “Auckland 
Deal” provides the means for central government to support Auckland Council’s 
priorities, rather than the other way around. A surface light rail network would provide 
opportunities for growth, development, and productivity in the city. I believe this should 
be included in the “Auckland Deal” with central government. I urge Auckland Council 
and the Mayor to make the development of a surface light rail network, starting with 
the City Centre to Mt Roskill line, a priority in such a deal. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not fully support this plan as it does not include investment and commitment to a 
surface light rail rapid transit network. Any work on a busway in the North-Western 
corridor should be future proofed for surface light rail and there should be commitment 
to surface light rail along the City Centre to Mangere corridor, starting with a City 
Centre to Mt Roskill line. I worry without this we will not be able to address Auckland's 
congestion issues as projected growth in these corridors would require higher capacity 
transport modes such as surface light rail. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I want to see  Auckland Council spending more to develop a surface light rail network, 
with a City Centre to Mt Roskill line constructed as a priority. There has been 
significant design work done by Auckland Transport and Waka Kotahi on surface light 
rail pre-2019.  Adopting these plans will allow any work to be fast tracked with only 
minor updates and improvements needed. From this stage I would support expansion 
of surface light rail, such as what is proposed in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid 
Transit Pathway 2023 report. The line should be expanded to Onehunga and Mangere, 
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and eventually to other transport corridors such as the North-Western or Northern 
corridors, upgrading any busway infrastructure. Staging the development of the 
network in this way ensures it remains affordable for Aucklanders and is practical to 
build. 

Congestion is a major issue in our city that costs Aucklanders time and money. It 
restricts our growth and potential. Consistent work done over the last decade has 
shown that we cannot only rely on our bus network in our busiest corridors in order to 
address our cities transport issues. Surface light rail provides a higher capacity 
solution that is affordable, deliverable, environmentally friendly, and will connect 
communities in Auckland. It provides a plethora of economic benefits that will create 
jobs and help businesses while improving our streetscapes to make our city a better 
place to live. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Downtown auckland no longer seems to be the best place for the port. Slowly 
reclaiming the port land would be benefitial to all and signal the need to think about the 
long term location of port facilities in NZ. Reliance on the roading network for transport 
to /from other ports is inefficient and the costs are externalised, rail should be invested 
in and utilised in this case, including using electric locomotives and therefore investing 
in track infrastructure as needed. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Invest in better public transport, walking and cycling infrastructure.  

Also facilitate density to allow more house to be built especially around the isthmus 
and around public transport catchment.  
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Spending less money on roads, reduce spend to just maintain the existing ones. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland has a massive congestion issue, the best way to tackle it is to investment in 
reliable alternative transport modal (this includes public transport, walking and cycling 
infrastructure). This is only way forward.  

Liberate a lane on the existing Harbour Bridge to be reallocated for walking, cycling, 
and wheeling. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

a) public transport, walking and cycling infrastructure 

aa) A safe, connected cycle network can be delivered fast and affordably by 
reallocating road space and using pop up protection like concrete or rubber 
separators.  

b) create more density to facilitate housing and therefore increase supply of house and 
therefore reducing house's price  

c) Auckland Transport could leverage road renewals and maintenance for quick fixes 
that make streets safer for walking and cycling every time a road is repaved, repaired 
or repainted. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less on road. There is the concept of "induce demand" if you build more road, there 
will be more cars driving into it and therefore creating more congestion. Equally if you 
invest in public transport, walking and cycling, more people would use those 
alternative transport mode taking cars out of the road hence reducing congestion. 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

we need to keep our key assets. Also shares price and dividend are expected to 
increase in the future. The sales will result also in a lot of fees and transaction costs. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

important to keep key infrastructure assets. But POAL needs to improve their operating 
model to increase profit and therefore the dividend pay out. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

I love the idea of redeveloping into public area such as build a saltwater swimming 
pool and other recreation facilities. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 
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Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 
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Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

i would like to see more investment in walking and cycling infrastructure in our 
communities 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I support further investment into a surface light rail rapid transit network starting with a 
route from the City Centre to Mt Roskill, and then further expansion to Onehunga, 
Māngere and other transport corridors such as the North-Western and Northern 
corridor. Any busway development along the North-Western corridor should be future-
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proofed for surface light rail upgrades. Consistent work over the last decade, reflected 
in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway 2023 report, has shown that 
to effectively address Auckland's congestion issues we cannot rely solely on a bus 
network. The busiest bus corridors in our city are already reaching capacity, and the 
long-term plan should reflect that reality.  

Additionally, I support Auckland controlling its own transport priorities. An “Auckland 
Deal” provides the means for central government to support Auckland Council’s 
priorities, rather than the other way around. A surface light rail network would provide 
opportunities for growth, development, and productivity in the city. I believe this should 
be included in the “Auckland Deal” with central government. I urge Auckland Council 
and the Mayor to make the development of a surface light rail network, starting with 
the City Centre to Mt Roskill line, a priority in such a deal. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less focus on 'Character' provisions preventing housing being built. The resources 
currently being devoted to policing these restrictions would be better spent on 
infrastructure enabling growth. Less spending on infrastructure to connect gtreenfield 
development at the city's edge and more on supporting density in the central suburbs 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not fully support this plan as it does not include investment and commitment to a 
surface light rail rapid transit network. Any work on a busway in the North-Western 
corridor should be future proofed for surface light rail and there should be commitment 
to surface light rail along the City Centre to Mangere corridor, starting with a City 
Centre to Mt Roskill line. I worry without this we will not be able to address Auckland's 
congestion issues as projected growth in these corridors would require higher capacity 
transport modes such as surface light rail. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I want to see  Auckland Council spending more to develop a surface light rail network, 
with a City Centre to Mt Roskill line constructed as a priority. There has been 
significant design work done by Auckland Transport and Waka Kotahi on surface light 
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rail pre-2019.  Adopting these plans will allow any work to be fast tracked with only 
minor updates and improvements needed. From this stage I would support expansion 
of surface light rail, such as what is proposed in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid 
Transit Pathway 2023 report. The line should be expanded to Onehunga and Mangere, 
and eventually to other transport corridors such as the North-Western or Northern 
corridors, upgrading any busway infrastructure. Staging the development of the 
network in this way ensures it remains affordable for Aucklanders and is practical to 
build. 

Congestion is a major issue in our city that costs Aucklanders time and money. It 
restricts our growth and potential. Consistent work done over the last decade has 
shown that we cannot only rely on our bus network in our busiest corridors in order to 
address our cities transport issues. Surface light rail provides a higher capacity 
solution that is affordable, deliverable, environmentally friendly, and will connect 
communities in Auckland. It provides a plethora of economic benefits that will create 
jobs and help businesses while improving our streetscapes to make our city a better 
place to live. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less on developing roads which are purely for private motor cars or heavy freight 
trucks. We should use the roads we have more effectively (removing street parking, 
moving freight by rail) 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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The airport is a strategic asset, and should be controlled by the local government. If we 
sell, we lose any control. THis is a productive asset which returns a dividend to the city, 
by selling for a short term cash injection, we lose the ongoing income 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 

These suburbs are delivering the growth 
that should be happening across the city. 
They are seeing high quality, dense 
residential development that should be 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

supported with amenities and services to be 
an example to other areas of how growth 
can and should be viewed as a positive 
thing 

 

Tell us why 

I do not believe the Kiwirail designation for the Avondale Southdown connection should 
be removed. This has been on the books for decades so should not be a surprise to 
local residents and land owners. If we relinquish the opportunity for rail development 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I believe that funding should be prioritised for Auckland Transport (AT)and 
unnecessary scapegoating stopped, as long as they are delivering projects that 
promote public transit and active modes that move auckland away from its restrictive 
car dependency. This will facilitate the higher density needed to support sustainable 
growth in the central suburbs 

I support a surface light rail network as it provides the opportunity to regenerate urban 
centres and enables development through a higher capacity transport system. 

I support a surface light rail network as it facilitates economic growth through an 
efficient and accessible transport system. This enables more people to reach 
businesses and commercial areas to support and grow Auckland's economy. 
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I support a surface light rail network as it reduces transport emissions and pollution in 
Auckland, creating a cleaner city for all.
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1.1 Purpose of this pathway
The Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway (ARTP) bridges the gap 
between high level plans (such as the Auckland Transport 
Alignment Project (ATAP), the Auckland Plan 2050, the Auckland 
Regional Public Transport Plan (RPTP)) and project-level planning 
and design work. This plan sets out Auckland’s view of the future 
rapid transit needs for the region, over the next 30+ years. 

It will take many decades to fully implement the rapid transit 
network outlined in the ARTP, meaning an enduring, evidence-based  
plan is important to ensure a consistent approach is maintained 
over time. By providing a clear long-term view of how this network 
should develop over time, the ARTP will help ensure the design  
and implementation of individual corridors and projects come 
together in a coherent way. This will deliver the best possible  
value and a useful, connected rapid transit network.

It does this by outlining at a network level:

• The role and objectives of rapid transit within Auckland’s  
wider public transport network, including its contribution  
to outcomes identified in higher-level plans and strategies

• The future network’s corridors and their likely modes  
and connections

• Timing and staging for this network 

• How to improve access to rapid transit, including  
land-use integration

• Key implementation steps. 

1.2 Keeping this pathway current 
Rapid Transit future planning is an ever-evolving process.  
Priorities change, funding availability changes, technologies 
change and growth timing and extent is uncertain. The ARTP  
will need to be updated regularly to account for the latest  
thinking on the rapid transit network. 

As decisions are made, however, it is the role of the ARTP to  
act as a reference point, to ensure that decisions are progressing 
towards the desired future system - of a fully integrated, efficient 
and customer-focused rapid transit network which supports 
Aucklanders’ needs. 

1. Introduction 
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2.2 The role of rapid transit in Auckland 
Auckland’s geographic layout and urban form help define  
the role rapid transit needs to play in supporting the region’s 
success. A small number of connections between different  
parts of Auckland concentrates many trips onto a few corridors,  
which act as bottlenecks and create congestion, particularly  
for longer-distance journeys. 

Forecast growth has the potential to worsen these current 
challenges. Auckland’s population has doubled over the last  
four decades to approximately 1.7 million people in 2022, and  
is projected to approach 2.5 million around 2050. Without major 
change to people’s travel behaviour, this growth is forecast to 
significantly increase travel demand over the next 30 years, 
potentially resulting in an extra 400,000 peak time trips and  
2 million more daily trips across all modes.

Auckland’s transport challenge is greater than just accommodating 
growing travel demand. Transformational change is required in 
many areas, especially to significantly reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions and private vehicle travel. Rapid transit has a major  
role to play in this transformation, through meeting a substantial 
share of growing travel demand and shaping a more sustainable 
urban form. 

Key roles for rapid transit are shown in the table below:

Supporting and shaping 
a quality compact 
urban form

The public transport 
network’s backbone

Providing  
space-efficient access 
to opportunities

Supporting successful 
and productive centres 
and major employment 
areas.

Encouraging a greater 
share of growth in areas 
with better travel options.

Ensuring new ‘greenfield’ 
areas have good travel 
options as they grow.

Encouraging  
transit-oriented 
developments in  
new and existing areas.

Quickly, efficiently and 
reliably moving people 
along routes with high 
levels of demand.

In inner areas, meeting 
strong demand for travel 
along major corridors 
into the city centre and 
between other major 
centres. 

In outer areas, acting 
as the key connection 
to and between major 
centres, other parts of 
the region and to major 
public transport hubs.

Enabling Aucklanders  
to benefit from the 
region’s growth by 
providing fast,  
high-capacity and 
reliable access to 
opportunities.

Moving large numbers 
of people across key 
transport bottlenecks 
and into highly 
constrained areas.

Delivering long-lasting 
access improvements 
that can be maintained 
over time even as 
demand increases.

2.1 What is rapid transit? 
Rapid transit is defined at a high level in the Government Policy 
Statement on Land Transport (GPS) and the National Policy 
Statement on Urban Development (NPS-UD) as:

A quick, frequent, reliable and high-capacity public transport 
service that operates on a permanent route (road or rail) that  
is largely separated from other traffic.

This Pathway elaborates on the above definition to emphasise  
the role of rapid transit as the core of Auckland’s wider public 
transport network and its importance in shaping the region’s 
growth and urban development. 

The Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway’s definition of rapid transit is:

Rapid transit provides fast, frequent, and reliable  
high-capacity access along strategic corridors that are  
separated from other modes and unaffected by congestion. 
Rapid transit is the backbone of Auckland’s public transport 
network and is critical to supporting and shaping its growth  
and urban form. 

Key characteristics of rapid transit are relatively universal across 
different cities worldwide.

Characteristic Explanation

Integrated with other 
public transport

Rapid transit forms part of the frequent public 
transport network, within a wider overall network 
of public transport services.

Provides fast, frequent, 
reliable and high-capacity 
service

A dedicated corridor and large vehicles enables 
rapid transit to provide a high capacity, highly 
attractive service that is competitive with  
private vehicles.

Easy and intuitive to use Rapid transit provides a high-quality customer 
experience that is simple to understand, especially 
for new or infrequent passengers.

Total priority to ensure 
reliability and resilience

Rapid transit needs to always operate reliably, 
regardless other factors affecting the transport 
network. To achieve this reliability and resilience, 
rapid transit usually operates in corridors that  
are physically separated from other modes.

Tailored to a corridor’s 
needs

The mode, distance between stations and scale of 
infrastructure should be tailored to the likely scale 
of demand and characteristics of a corridor, while 
still effectively integrating with the wider network.

Shapes and supports 
urban form

The speed and reliability of rapid transit makes 
areas near stations more attractive places to live, 
work and visit, supporting higher density and 
mixed-use development.

A variety of different modes and technologies can deliver rapid 
transit service, including buses, light rail vehicles, metro vehicles, 
trains and ferries. More detail is provided in Section 4.3. 

In all cases, the characteristics of the services are more important 
than the type of vehicle used to provide it. For example, a train 
service that operates at a low frequency is not rapid transit. 

2. Rapid transit in Auckland 
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2. Increase people throughput on Auckland’s most  
critical corridors

Auckland’s geography splits the city into several sub-regions, 
linked by only a few transport connections. Travel demand is 
funnelled into these links, creating bottlenecks that result in 
congestion, poor travel reliability and ultimately much lower  
levels of access for many parts of Auckland, especially outside  
the isthmus.

Ongoing population and employment growth are placing increased 
pressure on Auckland and its most critical transport corridors. 
Adding road capacity to these corridors is generally extremely 
costly and often unacceptable or infeasible due to environmental 
and/or community impacts.

Rapid transit’s ability to move large numbers of people along 
narrow corridors means it is uniquely suited to significantly 
increasing the throughput of people in these most essential  
parts of Auckland’s transport system. 

Measures:

• People-moving capacity along key corridors.
• Person movement per hour along key corridors

3. Increase the share of travel unaffected by congestion

Congestion leads to delays and highly variable travel times that 
adds cost and undermines quality of life. Reducing the impact 
of congestion on people’s lives is a key component of improving 
accessibility and overall wellbeing. 

Because it operates on dedicated corridors, rapid transit can 
still provide a fast and highly reliable travel option even when 
other parts of the transport network are under strain and highly 
congested. As a growing share of people use rapid transit, the 
impact of congestion on Auckland will reduce as more and more 
people are unaffected by it in their travel. 

Measures:

• Per capita annual delay from congestion.

• Share of travel on rapid transit compared to other modes.

• Service reliability and punctuality (passenger weighted).

4. Increase public transport’s mode share, especially  
for medium to long journeys, to reduce greenhouse  
gas emissions

The combination of rapid population growth, few opportunities  
to add road capacity within existing urban areas and the need  
to reduce emissions makes it critical to dramatically increase  
the share of travel by public transport, walking and cycling  
(mode shift). Reducing Aucklanders’ reliance on the private  
vehicle is an essential part of enabling easy, safe and sustainable 
access to opportunities.

If population growth simply translates into increased vehicle  
travel, then the result will be more congestion, poorer access  
to opportunities, higher emissions, a less healthy and safe 
population, and overall a poorer quality city for residents, 
businesses and visitors.

Rapid transit has a critical role to play in supporting mode shift, 
particularly for medium and longer journeys, thereby helping 
to reduce transport emissions. The speed, reliability and service 
quality of rapid transit makes it strongly suited to achieving mode 
shift, especially compared to other forms of public transport.  
High quality design, including universal access to stations that  
feels safe for all passengers throughout the day and night,  
is key to encouraging more people to use these services.

Measures:

• Share of travel by public transport 
(overall, on key corridors, to key locations).

• Vehicle kilometres travelled (total and per capita).

• Public transport ridership (total and per capita).

2.3 Rapid transit objectives 
These objectives clarify the outcomes sought from expanding  
and upgrading Auckland’s rapid transit network, helping to  
inform future planning work and business case development.

1. Increase access to opportunities, especially  
to major and growing employment rates

2. Increase people throughput on Auckland’s 
 most critical corridors

3. Increase the share of travel unaffected by congestion

4. Increase public transport’s mode share, especially for medium  
to long journeys, to reduce greenhouse gas emissions

5. Enable an integrated, efficient and effective public  
transport network

6. Focus most housing and employment growth in centres,  
nodes and development areas

7. Support high quality integrated urban communities

1. Increase access to opportunities, especially  
in major and growing employment areas

Increasing the number of people able to easily and reliably 
access major and growing employment centres is important 
for Auckland’s economic productivity and overall prosperity. 
The evolution of Auckland’s economy towards service-sector 
employment means future job growth is likely to be focused  
in a few key centres. Enabling safe and efficient access to these 
centres enables workers to realistically consider a wider range  
of job opportunities, and employers to draw on a wider variety  
of potential employees. 

Rapid transit’s capacity, speed and reliability means it has a unique 
role to play in significantly increasing the number of people who 
can easily access these centres – especially from outer parts of 
Auckland that currently have relatively poor access and often also 
have higher levels of deprivation. These communities often have  
a high proportion of Māori and Pasifika residents; the development 
of the rapid transit network should consider how access to 
opportunities for these groups can be improved. 

Rapid transit’s extremely high ‘space efficiency’ (i.e. number of 
people moved compared to the amount of space required to move 
them) is the only way significantly more people can access major 
centres while also enabling these centres to become more  
people-focused, high-quality places.

Measures:

• Number of people within 45 min PT travel time of key centres.

• Total number of jobs people can access within 45 mins by PT.

• Mode share of trips to key centres.
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7. Support high quality integrated urban communities 

For Auckland to be an attractive place for people to live, work,  
play and visit, it is important for the city’s growth and development 
to be accommodated in a way that creates high quality integrated 
communities. This means a variety of uses and housing types,  
and easy walkable access to travel choices, services and  
other opportunities.

Rapid transit needs to support, and not detract from, the creation 
of high-quality integrated communities. To do this effectively, 
consideration needs to be given to the location, design and 
access to stations, so they can act as hubs that help build a 
sense of community identity. Stations should be a focal point for 
development, helping to deliver ‘transit-oriented developments’. 
This is a focus of the National Policy Statement on Urban 
Development (NPS-UD), which requires the land within a walkable 
catchment of rapid transit stations and stops to allow for buildings 
of at least six stories. 

Higher intensity mixed use development, community facilities, 
public spaces and walking and cycling connections should be 
comprehensively planned with rapid transit to create  
well-functioning urban environments that support safe,  
resilient and accessible neighbourhoods and communities. 

Careful design also needs to help ensure rapid transit corridors 
avoid or minimise the negative impacts they might have on 
communities, including through creating severance or potential 
noise and visual impacts on communities from rapid transit 
infrastructure. The type and scale of infrastructure that  
is appropriate may vary depending on the context of the 
surrounding environment; for example elevated structures  
may not be suitable in residential areas, due to amenity concerns. 

The procurement of rapid transit projects also presents  
an opportunity to further invest in communities, by way of social 
procurement. Hiring local businesses to support the development 
of infrastructure helps to develop skills and knowledge, and support 
the local economy, including Māori and Pasifika communities. 

Measures:

• Resident satisfaction surveys.

• Proportion of people walking and cycling to stations.

• Rapid transit projects including a social procurement approach.

5. Enable an integrated, efficient and effective  
public transport network

As the backbone of the public transport network,  
rapid transit needs to be properly integrated with other public 
transport services, to ensure it can successfully perform this role.  
This means that network design and ticketing need to enable 
transfers between rapid transit and other services.  
Key interchanges must also be designed to minimise transfer  
times between services. Where two rapid transit corridors 
intersect, interchanges should enable particularly easy  
transfers between services.

As the rapid transit network expands, it should increasingly  
carry a greater share of all public transport trips. A greater  
portion of these trips will involve transfers from other services. 
Passenger journeys on rapid transit will, on average, be for  
longer distances than those of on other services, reflecting  
rapid transit’s role in carrying medium to long distance trips.

Measures:

• Proportion of all public transport boardings on rapid  
transit services.

• Share of public transport journeys involving transfers  
to rapid transit.

• Share of rapid transit journeys involving a cycling connection.

• Share of rapid transit journeys involving a walking connection.

• Average passenger kilometres per service kilometre.

• Average transfer time between services at key interchanges.

• Safe and universal access to stations.

6. Focus most housing and employment growth  
in centres, nodes, and development areas1

The Auckland Plan 2050 and the Auckland Unitary Plan are  
based on a quality compact approach to growth. This approach 
focusses most growth within the existing urban area and enables 
the greatest amount of change to occur in and around centres,  
and in nodes and development areas. Accommodating a significant 
proportion of Auckland’s future growth in these locations is 
important for protecting rural areas from urban encroachment, 
managing infrastructure costs, supporting liveability and  
wellbeing and reducing environmental impacts.

Areas that have access to rapid transit will be able to support 
redevelopment to higher densities. This is because these 
locations will have better access to opportunities and be more 
attractive places to live, making them suitable for higher density 
development by both the public and private sectors. Rapid transit 
is particularly important in supporting high intensity employment 
areas, by creating large ‘pools’ of employees who can travel  
to the centre of employment in a reasonable amount of time  
and with a high level of reliability

Rapid transit also reduces the amount of space that needs to be 
dedicated to carparking by providing high quality travel options. 
This means that space which would have otherwise been required 
for parking can be developed instead for housing, businesses  
and other activities. For employment centres, rapid transit’s spatial 
efficiency also means that they can be more intense, supporting 
higher productivity through agglomeration.

Measures:

• Proportion of new dwellings within walking  
and cycling distance of rapid transit.

• Proportion of commercial development within  
walking and cycling distance of rapid transit.

• Proportion of metropolitan and town centres  
within walking distance of rapid transit.

• Proportion of major public facilities (including universities, 
hospitals, large shopping centres) within walking distance  
of rapid transit.

1 As described in the Auckland Plan.

109

Te Ara Whakawhiti Tere o Tāmaki Makaurau Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway# 5980

342



3.1 Our existing network and improvements underway
Auckland’s current rapid transit network includes services on  
the electrified heavy rail network between Swanson and Papakura, 
as well as the Northern and Eastern busways. Key rapid transit 
projects across Auckland are also currently in various stages of 
development, as shown below.

Auckland’s current rapid transit network, including projects  
under construction which add new kilometres of rapid transit,  
is shown on this map.

These projects are led by a range of organisations, including 
Auckland Transport, Waka Kotahi, Auckland Light Rail, and KiwiRail 
(with support from other organisations). These projects under 
investigation are focussed on expanding the existing rapid transit 
network to support growth, improve access to centres, and offer 
alternatives to congested corridors. 

Key Rapid Transit Projects
Phase of development Projects (as of late-2023)
Under construction • City Rail Link 

• Rail electrification (Papakura to Pukekohe)

• Third main (Westfield to Wiri)

• Eastern Busway (Pakuranga to Botany)

Route protection • Airport to Botany corridor

Business case development 
(detailed)

• City Centre to Māngere

• Northern Busway enhancements

Business case development 
(indicative)

• Northwest rapid transit

• North Shore rapid transit (as part of the 
Waitematā Harbour Connections project)

Business case development 
(progamme)

• Rail network development plan

3.2 Future network development
Improvements to Auckland’s rapid transit network that are  
already under construction or have had their funding approved  
will significantly improve the reach, capacity, frequency 
and efficiency of this network. However, substantial further 
improvements are required if Auckland’s rapid transit network  
is to fulfil the role required of it in the future.

Key areas of focus for further improving the rapid transit network 
have been identified as:

• Expanding the rapid transit network to serve large parts of 
Auckland that currently have worse access to opportunities 
via public transport compared to other parts of the region, 
especially:

– northwest Auckland
– the wider Māngere area
– southeast Auckland
– future greenfield growth areas

• Increasing public transport capacity, especially:

– into the city centre generally 
– between the North Shore and the city centre
– in the central isthmus
– to Auckland Airport
– new track and fleet on the rail network

• Improving access to the rapid transit network and  
better integrating it with wider transport networks

• Fully realising urban development opportunities  
around the rapid transit network.

3. Our Rapid Transit Pathway  
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3.3 The future network
This map represents the overall long-term rapid transit network  
for Auckland. The key features of this network are:

• A well-connected network of corridors linking the main parts  
of Auckland, especially metropolitan centres with each other  
and with the city centre. The network extends into key growth 
areas to the north, northwest and south to provide these 
emerging parts of Auckland with high quality travel options.

• The heavy rail network, with City Rail Link completed,  
will continue to serve its existing catchment. Future investment 
will be required to enable this network to meet forecast 
demand and improve the quality of service for both freight and 
passengers (including express and inter-regional services). 

• A new light-rail network, serving three corridors to  
the north, northwest and south (Airport) of the city centre  
will be introduced. This new network’s high capacity will  
enable it to meet very high forecast demand in these corridors. 
Services will run through the city centre, so customers can  
travel directly from the North Shore to the northwest and  
Airport (and vice-versa). 

• Bus rapid transit will largely be focused on ‘orbital corridors’ 
which serve trips between key centres and nodes that  
have a lower level of forecast demand. It plays a key role  
in connecting to the rail-based corridors to deliver  
an integrated network across Auckland.

• A new rail corridor, connecting Avondale to Ōtahuhu to link 
together other corridors and serve a rapidly growing part of 
Auckland for passenger and freight purpsoes.
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3.4 Sequencing
Phase Corridors Delivered Comments

budgeted • City Rail Link and associated works

• NZUP rail projects (third main, Pukekohe 
electrification, Drury stations)

• Eastern Busway (Pakuranga to Botany)

First steps of 
wider network, 
largely reflects 
existing funding 
commitments

1 • City Centre to Māngere - part one 
(Onehunga) 

• Northwest light rail (City to Pt Chevalier)

• Airport to Botany interim bus rapid transit 
(Manukau to Botany)

• Next ‘step’ of heavy rail improvements 
(designations for capacity improvements  
on the rail network)

Further development 
of core radial 
networks and initial 
progression of 
orbital corridors. 
Focus on areas with 
greatest deficiencies.

2 • North Shore light rail  
(City to Smales Farm) 

• Further heavy rail network improvements 
(as per the Rail PBC)

• Northwest light rail  
(Pt Chevalier to Westgate)

• Airport to Botany -  
part one Botany to Puhinui

• Airport to Māngere - part two to Airport

Completing 
networks within 
existing urban area

3 • North Shore light rail  
(Smales Farm to Albany)

• Crosstown rapid transit  
(potentially phased)

• Upper Harbour bus rapid transit 
(potentially phased)

• Airport to Botany - part two to Airport

• Eastern Busway extension to Ellerslie

• Northwest light rail (Westgate to Kumeū)

Expansion to 
greenfield areas  
as required

For many corridors the first step to implementation may be 
through interim bus improvements, which are not identified above. 
This approach can help build ridership and public confidence in 
the network over time, ahead of major investment in the long-term 
rapid transit infrastructure. 
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4.1  Steps 
The ARTP’s network was developed through progressively 
answering the following questions:

• What rapid transit corridors are likely to be needed  
in Auckland over the next 30 years?

• What is the likely mode for each corridor to be used as  
the starting point for future business case development?

• How should delivery of the rapid transit network could be 
sequenced over time?

• How can we manage uncertainty about growth patterns 
 and future demand levels?

• How can the various agencies responsible for the delivery  
of the network work together to achieve the best outcome?

4.2 Identifying and assessing rapid transit corridors
The first step in developing this Pathway was to identify which 
corridors in Auckland will need to make up the rapid transit 
network over the next three decades. As discussed in the previous 
section, rapid transit has a particular role to play within Auckland’s 
wider public transport and transport networks, supporting 
transport and urban growth outcomes. Rapid transit also requires 
significant investment to deliver, meaning that it should only be 
used in corridors that really need it.

The starting point for analysis was the rapid transit network map 
shown on the following page, from the Auckland Plan 2050 and 
agreed as part of the 2018 Auckland Transport Alignment Project 
process by local and central government. 

Potential changes to this network were tested, including whether 
corridors identified in this map should be retained and whether 
any corridors should be added or amended. Key criteria used to 
test the suitability of corridors for rapid transit were based on the 
objectives identified in the previous section:

Rapid transit objective Criteria for assessing whether 
corridor should be part of the  
rapid transit network or not

Increase access to opportunities, 
especially to major and growing 
employment areas.

• Connections to major population  
and employment areas

• Opportunity to address significant 
deficiency in access to opportunities

Increase people throughput on 
Auckland’s most critical corridors

• Forecast corridor demand  
by public transport

• Forecast corridor demand  
across all modes

Increase the share of travel 
unaffected by congestion

• Current and forecast  
levels of congestion

Increase public transport mode 
share, especially for medium to long 
journeys, and reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions

• Opportunity to achieve mode  
shift to public transport

• Current mode share levels

Enable an integrated, efficient and 
effective public transport network

• Potential for improved public 
transport network efficiency  
and effectiveness

• Connections to other  
rapid transit corridors

Focus most housing and employment 
growth in centres, nodes and 
development areas

• Scale of growth potential in corridor

• Number of metropolitan centres, 
major employment areas and 
development areas served by corridor

Support high quality integrated 
urban communities

• Potential to support transit-oriented 
development opportunities in new 
and existing urban areas

 

4. How we developed the pathway 
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Heavy Rail
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Bus Rapid Transit

Ferry

WaitematāWaitematāWaitematā

1817

Te Ara Whakawhiti Tere o Tāmaki Makaurau Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway# 5980

346



The assessment allowed corridors to be sorted into  
three categories, which informed the creation of network  
options in the next phase of assessment:

Status Corridors

Confirmed for inclusion 
in the ARTP

• Existing heavy rail network (Swanson to Pukekoke)

• North Shore (City Centre to Hibiscus Coast)

• City Centre to Māngere

• Northwest (City Centre to Kumeū-Huapai)

• Eastern Busway (Ellerslie-Botany)

• Airport to Botany

• Upper Harbour

• Crosstown

Potential future rapid 
transit corridors

• Onewa and Glenfield Roads

• Pakuranga Road

• Manukau Road

Unlikely to require 
rapid transit for the 
foreseeable future

• Sandringham Road

• Mt Eden Road

• Tāmaki Drive

• Remuera Road

• Great South Road

• State Highway One (Manukau to Drury)

• Mill Road

• Southern Auckland crosstown  
(Māngere to Ōtara and Flatbush)

• Manurewa (Rosscommon and Mahia Roads)

• Airport to Botany northern extension  
(to Howick or Highland Park)

Corridors assessed being unlikely to need rapid transit for  
the foreseeable future are still likely to need other public transport 
improvements over time, such as improved bus priority, enhanced 
service levels, and better customer facilities.
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Ferry

Ferries can operate with 
high levels of priority unless 
there is a significant level  
of other traffic operating  
on the waterway. Ferries can 
offer a fast and reliable travel 
option that can be attractive 

where land-based routes are significantly longer. Geographic 
features, including channel depth, coastal topography and tides, 
also influence the viability of ferries as a mode. High frequencies 
and a core role in the overall public transport network are key 
conditions for ferries to be considered rapid transit. The SeaBus 
service in Vancouver is an example of a rapid transit ferry service.

Rapid transit modes use vehicles of different sizes, and are able 
to operate at different frequencies (i.e. the number of services 
per hour). With higher capacity modes generally requiring much 
greater levels of investment, the most appropriate mode should 
generally be matched to the expected corridor demand, while  
also taking into account:

• Possible future growth in that demand,

• Aspirations for the future urban form of the area,

• Interconnectivity to the rest of the network, and 

• The need to provide a level of service that  
is attractive to customers. 

A summary of the ultimate ‘corridor capacity’ of these modes  
is shown in the diagram below:

The figure highlights that at some levels of demand there is 
flexibility to either serve a corridor with a lower frequency of 
higher capacity vehicles (e.g., rail-based) or a higher-frequency of 
lower-capacity vehicles (e.g., buses). In these cases, more detailed 
analysis is required to understand the maximum frequency of 
vehicles that are able to operate in a corridor efficiently and 
effectively. This analysis needs to consider the entire corridor, 
including stops/stations and capacity at each end for terminating 
and ‘turning around’ vehicles. Space for depots and vehicle storage 
must also be considered. 

Projected demand is not the only factor that should drive mode 
choice. In setting out proposed modes for each part of the 
network, the ARTP’s decision-making process also considered:

• Integration with existing and other planned corridors

• Alignment with land use plans and growth aspirations

• Cost and value for money

4.3  Identifying mode 
The choice of vehicle technology (and its associated corridor 
characteristics) – usually referred to as ‘mode’ – is an important 
decision that significantly impacts on corridor capacity, required 
level of investment, urban development outcomes and network 
integration. While the final mode decision for a corridor should 
occur through a robust business-case process, because  
the choice of mode for one corridor affects other rapid transit 
corridors, a ‘network view’ is critical. This network view should  
act as the starting point for more detailed, project-specific, 
analysis. Project specific analysis needs to make a compelling  
case for a different mode from what is signalled in this Pathway,  
and address any network implications.

Bus Rapid Transit

Buses running frequently 
with high levels of priority 
on dedicated busway 
corridors (segregated from 
other traffic) are rapid 
transit. Auckland’s Northern 
Express bus services are an 

example of bus rapid transit. Generally, these systems have high-
capacity vehicles (such as double-deck or articulated buses) with 
approximately 100 passengers per vehicle. Current bus rapid transit 
systems require drivers to operate.

Light Rail

Light rail is  
a medium-capacity  
rail system, with the ability 
to operate both on- and  
off-street (but always  
with priority). Light rail 
vehicles are modern trams 

that generally operate at higher capacity than Auckland’s historic 
trams. When operating frequently and with priority along their 
corridor and at intersections they are a form of rapid transit.  
New systems in Seattle, and many cities across Australia, are good 
examples of this mode as rapid transit. Light rail vehicles generally 
carry around 200 to 400 passengers per vehicle,  
but this can vary with design.

Metro

Metro is a medium-to- 
high-capacity rail system, 
always operating in  
a dedicated right-of-way 
(with no on-street running). 
Metro generally has a 
capacity between that  

of light and heavy rail. It has an exclusive corridor, unlike heavy  
rail trains which may share a dedicated corridor with freight and  
long-distance passenger trains. Because of this, metro can be 
driverless, which reduces operating costs and enables higher 
operating frequencies when compared to heavy rail. Vancouver’s 
SkyTrain system is a form of light metro transit. Metro capacities 
can vary significantly with design, but usually are around 400  
to 600 passengers per train.

Heavy Rail

Heavy Rail is form of rapid 
transit, given most railways 
are dedicated corridors 
with high levels of priority. 
Not all train services are 
rapid transit; some are too 

infrequent to be considered as such. Auckland’s suburban trains 
are rapid transit, but its inter-city trains to Hamilton and Wellington 
are not. Heavy rail can be a high-capacity system, when there is 
a limited sharing of track with freight and other trains and trains 
are operated frequently. Auckland’s current trains carry 750-1,100 
passengers per vehicle (varying by length). Auckland’s rail system 
requires drivers but there is potential for future automation.
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4.4 Determining sequencing 
Implementing Auckland’s rapid transit network will need to  
be sequenced over time, not just for affordability reasons,  
but also for reasons of practical deliverability, maximising  
land use integration opportunities, the need to response to 
changes in demand over time and to ensure value for money.

Sequencing decisions need to be made around:

• Which corridors should be sequenced ahead of others

• Which parts of corridors should be sequenced  
ahead of other parts of the same corridor

• Opportunities for ‘early interim improvements’  
ahead of major construction.

Key factors guiding sequencing decisions included:

• Severity of existing issues – This relates not only to where there 
might be overcrowding of existing public transport, but also 
where current service quality is relatively poor, mode share is  
low and reliance on cars is causing the most significant issues.

• Alignment with growth planning – Both in greenfield growth 
areas and regarding the timing of major development plans  
in the existing urban area.

• Practical considerations around deliverability – This includes 
considering what sections can realistically be constructed 
separately or need to be constructed together.

Four phases have been identified in this pathway. The sequencing 
refers to full completion of the corridor, noting that early interim 
improvements may be appropriate and necessary well ahead  
of these timeframes.

Phase Explanation

Budgeted Projects that are under construction or have confirmed funding.

1 Corridors that are the next priority for implementation after 
currently funded projects. Typically, these will address very high 
priority/urgency issues and align strongly with short-to-medium 
term growth plans, including capacity upgrades to rail.

2 Corridors that are expected to be required over the next 30 years 
under current growth plans but address less urgent deficiencies  
or where planning has not yet identified a preferred approach.

3 Corridors that will likely not be required within the next 30 years, 
unless growth patterns change from what is currently planned,  
but that are expected to be needed later. 
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4.5 Managing uncertainty 
The ability to manage uncertainty is critical to the success of  
long-term plans, such as those set out in the ARTP. This blueprint 
will need to adapt and evolve over time, as new information and 
new trends emerge. Uncertainty around the future does not negate 
the need for long-term planning and plans such as the ARTP 
can help to reduce uncertainty.

Key areas of uncertainty that are highly relevant to this  
Pathway include:

• Uncertainty about where and when growth and land use 
intensification will occur. As planning rules become much more 
enabling of growth and development, the number of different 
ways Auckland could grow over time increases significantly. The 
timing and location of growth play a major role in determining 
the likely level of travel demand, potentially impacting on where 
rapid transit may be needed, what the most suitable mode could 
be, and what the most appropriate timing for implementation is.

• Uncertainty about the impacts of new technology.  
Transport technology continues to develop and change around 
the world, especially through the greater use of automation  
and connectivity. Technological change in the decades to come  
may create new forms of rapid transit, provide opportunities 
to increase service quality or efficiency on existing rapid transit 
services, or may result in changes of demand that impact  
the type of rapid transit suitable for a corridor.

• Uncertainty around travel patterns and behaviour.  
The COVID-19 pandemic illustrates how travel patterns can 
change dramatically, through increased working from home, 
much lower levels of travel, and a much greater use of online 
shopping or other activities. How long it takes for these travel 
patterns to return to normal – if they ever do – is extremely 
uncertain. The extent to which people continue to regularly 
work from home, especially for office jobs usually located in 
major centres, will have a significant impact on the likely future 
demand for rapid transit and therefore the timing and necessity 
of these investments. While major centres may have reduced 
commuter demand, however, they remain critical destinations 
for other trip purposes (including access to education, shopping, 
health services, and entertainment) and so are likely to always 
require public transport provision.

• Uncertainty around funding availability to progress rapid 
transit. Less available funding would mean progress occurs 
more slowly and there may be a greater reliance on low-cost, 
interim improvements. More available funding would allow faster 
implementation, which is likely to be particularly necessary  
to achieve the very transformational emissions reduction  
goals set by the government and Auckland Council.

While the future is highly uncertain, requiring a level of flexibility  
to adapt to changing circumstances, it is also important to not  
be paralysed by uncertainty and make no progress – especially 
when Auckland is pursuing transformational change in areas such 
as reducing vehicle travel and emissions. Uncertainty can  
be managed through a combination of:

• Testing network options against a variety of growth scenarios,  
to understand how changes to growth affect demand on 
different rapid transit corridors, and therefore their potential 
mode or timing. The timing of some corridors (including the 
outer ends of the Northwest and North Shore corridors) is highly 
dependent on when growth occurs, whereas other corridors 
(like the Eastern Busway) are much more focused on addressing 
existing deficiencies and therefore less impacted by future 
growth patterns.

• Balancing a clear direction about how Auckland’s rapid  
transit network should grow over time with future flexibility  
for project-level work to refine the exact location, design, 
technology and timing of corridors.

• Promoting the ‘progressive implementation’ of rapid transit, 
where appropriate, so that a series of smaller-scale investments 
over time incrementally work towards delivering a rapid transit 
corridor, rather than relying on a single, very large, investment.
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Mode and Sequencing

Major expansions to Auckland’s heavy rail network through  
the addition of new lines and corridors appears to be extremely 
challenging, with multiple project-level business cases highlighting 
the high cost of extending heavy rail to places like the North Shore 
and Auckland Airport. Therefore, the future role of the heavy rail 
network is focused on continuing to serve its current catchments. 
There is potential for the Onehunga Line’s role to change over time 
as part of developing the ‘cross town’ corridor but determining 
when and how this change could occur requires significant further 
work.

Ongoing upgrades are required to the rail network across all 
phases of this Pathway’s implementation through a series of ‘steps’  
that progressively enable higher quality services. 

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
City Rail Link 
and associated 
network upgrades 
(including trains 
and stabling).

Extension of 
electrification to 
Pukekohe and  
new stations.

Initial separation 
of passenger and 
freight services 
on parts of the 
southern line.

Removal of level 
crossings from 
southern and 
western lines.

Further 
separation of 
passenger and 
freight services 
on southern line.

Further trains and 
stabling.

Enabling limited 
stops services on 
southern line.

Further track improvements on 
southern line allowing “all-day”  
limited stop and express services.

Longer platforms allowing 9-car 
trains, maximising capacity of  
City Rail Link.

Further additional trains.

Further separation of passenger  
and freight services across  
the network, necessitating  
the Avondale-Southdown line.

5.1 Overview
This section provides a brief overview of different parts of  
the rapid transit network, setting out why they are needed  
and how they are expected to develop over time. For each 
corridor there is information on:

• The corridor and its strategic role

• The likely future mode, connections,  
and sequencing of the corridor’s delivery.

5.1.1 Existing rail network 

Description and strategic role

Heavy rail forms most of the existing rapid transit network  
and will continue to play a core role in the future. Ridership has 
grown strongly over the past 20 years, with Britomart Station,  
double-tracking of the western line, network-wide station 
upgrades, the introduction of electric trains, and the reorganisation 
of bus services to better connect with trains all contributing to 
continued passenger growth. Prior to the impacts of COVID-19, 
trains carried 22 million passengers per year in 2019. 

For large parts of east, south and west Auckland, the rail network is 
the primary public transport connection to other parts of Auckland 
and the city centre, with local buses providing connections to key 
train stations to expand the catchment of the rail network. 

Auckland’s land-use patterns mean the rail network must cater  
for both long-distance passenger trips between outer suburbs  
and the city centre, as well as local trips over shorter distances. 
Over time, a growing inter-regional passenger role to Hamilton, 
and potentially beyond, means the rail network will need to 
improve its ability to provide for fast longer-trips alongside  
‘all-stopping’ services through investment in additional tracks.

As well as its rapid transit function, Auckland’s rail network  
also plays a critical role in the national freight system. Increased 
demands from each of these roles over time will likely require 
separation of metro and freight trains, to improve reliability  
and capacity for both.

Many of Auckland’s town centres first developed along the rail 
network, which creates a significant opportunity for the rail  
system to support the redevelopment of these centres to higher 
densities and a wider mix of uses. Metropolitan centres like  
New Lynn, Newmarket and Manukau are playing a growing role  
as destinations for people using the rail network, which is expected 
to continue to increase over time as these centres develop. The rail 
network also passes through rural land in the south that has been 
identified for urbanisation, creating the opportunity for large-scale, 
best-practice transit-oriented development.

A major rebuild of the rail network is currently underway,  
to replace aged infrastructure and ensure the rest of the network  
is ready to realise the benefits of City Rail Link when it opens. 
Further investment in the rail network will build on this,  
guided by the following strategic goals:

• Increasing the passenger rail network’s speed and capacity 
to support mode shift and increased access to opportunities, 
through enabling and supporting higher train frequencies, 
express train services and longer trains.

• Enabling growth in rail freight, and improved reliability and 
resilience of passenger and freight services, by progressively 
separating these functions.

• Improving safety and customer experience, through ongoing 
station and access improvements, removing road/rail level 
crossings, and preventing unwanted access to the rail network.

The next 30 year programme of capacity and safety improvements 
to the rail network will be guided by the rail Programme Business 
Case, which has just been approved.

New Lynn

Sylvia Park

Henderson

Papatoetoe

Mt Albert

Papakura

Pukekohe

Drury

Avondale

Ellerslie

Penrose

Puhinui Manukau

Manurewa

Ōtāhuhu

Panmure

Waitematā

Swanson

Te Waihorotiu

Glen Innes

Karanga-a-hape

NewmarketMaungawhau

5. The corridors in detail 
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5.1.3 Northwest  

Description and strategic role

This is a planned corridor connecting Kumeū, Westgate,  
Point Chevalier and the city centre, running next to  
State Highway 16 for much of its length. 

This corridor serves the northwest part of Auckland,  
which currently not well served by rapid transit and has  
little other dedicated infrastructure to support reliable services  
(as the existing Western rail line does not serve the northwest 
catchment). This means that northwest Auckland has relatively  
low public transport mode share, poor access to employment,  
and a very high reliance on a State highway corridor that  
often experiences severe congestion. Relatively low levels  
of employment in the northwest mean its residents face very 
significant access challenges, compared to most other parts  
of Auckland.

Interim bus improvements are extending bus shoulder lanes  
on the Northwestern Motorway and providing new transfer 
facilities at Lincoln Road, Te Atatū and Westgate. This will  
enable bus service improvements, but will not provide  
the levels of speed, capacity, reliability or service quality  
needed to function as a rapid transit solution.

Poor travel choice has contributed to development in  
the northwest being historically low density, and residents  
being highly reliant on private vehicles for transport.  
Significant intensification is enabled within the existing  
urban area, and large-scale greenfield growth is planned  
in the future urban areas of Red Hills, Whenuapai and Kumeū. 

Providing this growth area with good travel options early in its 
development is important in supporting higher density housing, 
as well as providing residents with reliable mode choice and the 
ability to avoid congested roads.

Rapid transit will support the ongoing development of  
Westgate as a metropolitan centre and key employment node,  
as well as the intensification of other centres along the corridor, 
such as Point Chevalier. Intensification around other stations  
along the corridor will contribute to fully realising the benefits  
of this investment and shaping a more sustainable urban  
form for Auckland.

Mode and sequencing

Past business case work has identified bus rapid transit and  
light rail as the modes most likely to be suitable for the corridor.2 
Bus rapid transit has advantages of being more easily staged  
but provides a less enduring solution and does not integrate  
as well with future City Centre to Māngere and North Shore rapid 
transit corridors. Work done for the ARTP’s development suggests 
that light rail should be the focus of further design work, due to  
the very high level of forecast demand and the significant city 
centre integration opportunities.

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Interim bus 
improvements

Introduction 
of a new light-
rail connection 
betwveen the 
city centre and 
Pt Chevalier  
(potentially 
staged for 
constructability).

Extension of 
new light-rail 
connection from 
Pt Chevalier to 
Westgate

Extension of 
new light-rail 
connection from 
Westgate to 
Kumeū/Huapai

5.1.2 City Centre to Māngere

Description and strategic role

This proposed rapid transit corridor links the city centre  
and Auckland Airport via Mt Roskill, Onehunga and Māngere.  
The corridor addresses growing bus congestion issues in the city 
centre, supports intensification of the central Auckland isthmus  
and Māngere, significantly improves Māngere’s access to 
employment and education, and dramatically improves access  
to Auckland Airport and its surrounding business areas.

The frequent bus services operating in the central isthmus are 
some of the busiest bus corridors in New Zealand. A step-change 
in public transport capacity and efficiency is required to support 
planned land use intensification in this area, as well as to enable 
and encourage on-going ridership growth, and help to support 
mode shift and emissions reduction goals. Such a step change 
cannot be provided by existing bus services, as this would  
require a greater volume than the city centre can accommodate.  
Without this step change, increased travel times to and around  
the city centre will negatively impact Auckland’s productivity  
and liveability. 

The corridor will also improve access to growing employment 
areas, including at and around Auckland Airport, the wider 
Onehunga area, and the city centre. Without this major increase 
in capacity the road network will be overwhelmed and not be able 
to function effectively, limiting access to and productivity of these 
employment areas. 

Providing a step-change in improved access along this corridor, 
combined with significant investment by Kāinga Ora in Mt Roskill 
and Māngere and Auckland Council in Onehunga, creates a rare 
opportunity to significantly address Auckland’s housing challenges 
in a way that is well aligned with achieving a quality compact urban 
form. If growth does not occur here, there will be greater pressure 
for development at the urban edge and in rural areas of Auckland.

Rapid transit is also expected to trigger upgrades to the 
streetscape amenity of the centres on the route, supporting 
their role as key community hubs and helping to encourage 
intensification along the corridor.

Mode and sequencing

Business case work has confirmed light rail as the preferred mode 
for this corridor, after considering many bus, light metro and heavy 
rail options in detail over the past decade. Forecast future demand 
levels are high (5,000-7,000 passengers per hour in the morning 
peak in 2050), meaning that bus improvements alone are not  
a feasible long-term solution. 

Some tunnelling is anticipated along the corridor, and the extent 
and alignment of this will be confirmed by the next phase of design 
work on the corridor. The next phase will also confirm sequencing 
of the project, including whether some sections should be staged 
ahead of others.

This corridor will provide the first stages of infrastructure for  
the wider light rail network, which will include future expansion  
to the North Shore and Northwest corridors. 

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
part one -  
to Onehunga

part two -  
to Airport

Onehunga

Puketāpapa

Airport

Wynyard

Māngere

Te Waihorotiu

Maungawhau
Wynyard

Lincoln Rd

Westgate

Pt Chevalier

Kumeū

Te Waihorotiu

Maungawhau

2 Note that the 2017 Indicative Business Case identified bus rapid transit as the preferred solution but did not investigate city centre constraints, which are a critical factor in driving mode choice.
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5.1.5 Upper Harbour

Description and strategic role

This corridor links north and west Auckland, connecting the 
Western Line at Henderson with the Northwest rapid transit 
corridor and the North Shore rapid transit corridor. The corridor 
is expected to follow Lincoln Road, State Highway 16 and State 
Highway 18, and will need to be refined by further planning work. 

The corridor’s key task is to provide a high-quality and direct 
public transport option for trips between the North Shore and 
West Auckland. Existing bus services performing this task are 
relatively indirect, slow and unreliable. This means public transport 
is generally not seen as an attractive option (particularly outside  
of peak times). 

Northwest Auckland is growing quickly, through  
new developments at Hobsonville, Whenuapai, Red Hills and  
Kumeū-Huapai. The Upper Harbour corridor will also improve 
access to two ‘nodes’ identified in the Auckland Plan 2050, 
Westgate and Albany, as well as the metropolitan centre of 
Henderson.

High quality transport links in northwest Auckland are  
particularly important because West Auckland has  
a shortage of jobs compared to its residential population,  
while major employment opportunities exist on the  
North Shore. This results in significant commuter flows  
out of the area, including to the North Shore, which will  
increase congestion on the existing network until quality 
alternatives are provided. As well as providing employment  
access for people living in the northwest, it is also important  
for this corridor to encourage more jobs into the northwest  
(by improving the area’s accessibility) and therefore reduce 
pressure on key transport links to other parts of Auckland.

Mode and sequencing

Bus rapid transit is expected to be the preferred mode for  
the corridor. Forecast demand is relatively low (compared to  
other corridors) and well within the capacity of this mode.  
The route may need to run parallel to the Northwest light rail  
line between Westgate and Lincoln Road, meaning there may  
be potential to share infrastructure between these corridors  
if this can be accommodated in the design. 

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Lincoln Road 
bus priority 
improvements

Potential interim 
improvements 
as part of the 
Northwest 
corridor’s delivery

Corridor 
implementation 
(potentially 
staged for 
constructability)

5.1.4 North Shore 

Description and strategic role

This corridor links the Hibiscus Coast, North Shore, and the city 
centre. The Northern Busway currently extends along part of  
this corridor, between Akoranga and Albany.

As the primary north-south public transport corridor for the wider 
North Shore and growing Hibiscus Coast area, the North Shore 
corridor has significant strategic importance in providing fast, reliable 
and high-capacity travel. This significance will only increase as the 
population of its catchment increases through intensification of key 
locations like Takapuna and Albany, as well as the urbanisation of  
the Dairy Flat future urban area. 

The busway in its current form is expected to run out of capacity 
within the next two decades, even with station upgrades and other 
efficiency improvements. At least 12,000 people per hour in the 
citybound direction are expected to use the corridor in the 2050s, 
among the highest forecast demand of any rapid transit corridor  
in Auckland.  

The Northern Busway’s location adjacent to the motorway, bypassing 
Takapuna and only serving the northeast edge of Albany, has to date 
limited its impact on the North Shore’s urban form and attractiveness 
for trips other than those to and from the city centre. Enhancing 
connectivity for a wider variety of trips, especially access to Takapuna 
and Albany as the North Shore’s two primary centres, is a key  
long-term goal. 

Rapid transit also needs to play a greater role in supporting 
intensification on the North Shore, especially in the Albany and 
Takapuna metropolitan centres and at Smales Farm. This will also 
enable future urban areas near Dairy Flat to develop in way that 
supports transport choice and quality urban outcomes. 

Mode and sequencing

The very high level of long-term demand in this corridor means that 
a rail-based mode is required as the primary rapid transit connection 
from the city centre to at least Albany. To enable connectivity through 
to the City Centre to Māngere and Northwest corridors, and to make 
use of the current Northern Busway corridor and its geometric 
constraints, light-rail has been selected as the likely mode. This will  
be confirmed through upcoming design and business case processes 
(as part of investigating connections for a range of modes).

The core light-rail corridor may need to be supplemented by 
continued bus rapid transit services to provide sufficient  
cross-harbour capacity and to serve parts of the North Shore  
(e.g. the western North Shore’s Onewa Road catchment) that  
are not easily served by light-rail (and bus feeder routes to  
light-rail). The busway may also have a key role during the  
phased introduction of light rail, enabling buses from the  
northern catchments to continue running before rail  
is extended to serve them. 

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase  
One

Phase  
Two

Phase  
Three

Improvements to the 
Northern Busway system, 
including increased 
station capacity and city 
centre bus priority. 

New light-rail connection 
between city centre and 
the lower North Shore.

Extension of the new  
light-rail connection from 
the lower North Shore 
towards Albany.

Milldale

Takapuna

Wynyard

Albany

Constellation

Smales Farm

Te Waihorotiu

Cross-isthmus
route and mode 
to be determined

Onehunga

Puketāpapa

Airport

New Lynn

Sylvia Park

Hobsonville

Henderson

Botany
Pakuranga

Milldale

Takapuna

Papatoetoe

Wynyard

Mt Albert

Papakura

Pukekohe

Drury

Māngere

Avondale

Lincoln Rd

Albany

Ellerslie

Penrose

Puhinui Manukau

Manurewa

Ōtāhuhu

Panmure

Westgate

Constellation

Smales Farm

Ormiston Rd

Pt Chevalier

Waitematā

Swanson

Kumeū

Te Waihorotiu

Glen Innes

Karanga-a-hape

NewmarketMaungawhau

Hobsonville

Henderson

Lincoln Rd

Westgate

Constellation
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5.1.7 Airport to Botany  

Description and strategic role

This is a planned rapid transit corridor connecting Botany, 
Manukau, Puhinui Station (for connections to the Eastern and 
Southern lines and inter-regional services) with Auckland Airport. 

Suburbs along this corridor are highly reliant on private vehicles 
and the area’s existing rapid transit connections focus on trips 
towards the city centre. Local bus connections, especially between 
Manukau and Botany, have limited priority and as a result are less 
reliable than areas with quality infrastructure. The rapid transit 
corridor will improve connections between these centres, offering 
competitive travel times with private cars. It will also enable 
reorganisation of the local bus network, with connections between 
local and rapid services offering improved travel choice.

There is significant potential for intensification along the corridor, 
especially in Manukau and Botany metropolitan centres. Improved 
public transport access to these centres will support their transition 
from being highly car-dependant. Rapid transit will also support 
intensification of the more suburban sections of the corridor, 
particularly along Te Irirangi Drive. 

Rapid transit will also support employment growth in the airport 
precinct. Poor transport choices currently limit development 
potential at the airport, as potential employees are put off by  
the limited and unreliable transport options. Intensification of  
uses at the airport will support increased employment in  
the wider South Auckland area.

Mode and sequencing

Bus rapid transit is the preferred mode for the corridor, due to 
demand and stage-ability. Initial bus improvements have been 
implemented between Puhinui and Auckland Airport along  
State Highway 20B, Puhinui Road and Lambie Drive. 

Further improvements in this corridor should be sequenced  
over time as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Service 
improvements  
and targeted  
bus priority

Interim bus 
priority Manukau 
to Botany

Airport to Botany 
- part one Botany 
to Puhinui

Airport to Botany  
- part two Puhinui 
to Airport

5.1.6 Eastern Busway 

Description and strategic role

The eastern busway extends Auckland’s rapid transit network into 
the wider east Auckland area. The first stage of the busway from 
Panmure to Pakuranga opened in late 2021, with the next phase to 
Botany confirmed in funding plans. In the longer-term, the busway 
will be extended west from Panmure towards Ellerslie, to connect 
with the southern railway line.

A lack of reliable and fast services contributes to east Auckland 
having very low public transport mode share, relative to the wider 
region.3 The busway will be used by multiple bus routes, with a key 
role being to connect people to Panmure Station, where a transfer 
to the train provides a high-quality connection to the city centre 
and other destinations. 

Much of east Auckland (especially areas east of the Tāmaki 
River) developed with a low-density and car-based urban form, 
contributing to low levels of public transport use. Combined with 
limited local employment opportunities, the area’s car dependency 
has resulted in significant congestion on Pakuranga Road and  
Ti Rakau Drive at peak times and overall lower levels of access  
to employment opportunities. 

The corridor will help to support changes to the area’s urban form, 
by enabling improvements to public transport that will support 
more medium and high-density development, as enabled under 
the Auckland Unitary Plan. Botany is zoned as a metropolitan 
centre that can support significant commercial and residential 
development. Pakuranga town centre can also support a mix  
of uses at higher densities. 

Mode and sequencing

Bus rapid transit is the appropriate mode for this corridor. Forecast 
demand is within the bounds of this mode, and the busway’s ability 
to be used by routes from multiple corridors (and enable them to 
connect directly with the rail network) is a key reason this mode is 
preferred. Another mode would force people wanting to connect 
to trains at Panmure to transfer twice and reduce the attractiveness 
of the network. 

Building on already completed sections, further improvements  
in this corridor should be sequenced over time as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Pakuranga to 
Botany busway 
implementation

Interim bus 
priority 
improvements 
between Ellerslie 
and Panmure

Extension from 
Panmure to 
Ellerslie

Botany
PakurangaEllerslie

Panmure

3  Howick local board had 6% PT mode share for travel to work, compared to the regional average of 11% at the 2018 census. 
The average of the local boards of the Auckland isthmus is higher still, at 15%. 

Airport

Botany

Puhinui Manukau

Ormiston Rd
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Onehunga

Puketāpapa

New Lynn

Sylvia Park

PakurangaMt Albert

Avondale

Penrose

Ōtāhuhu

Pt Chevalier

5.1.9 Emerging long-term corridors 

Testing of the ARTP included a range of corridors, including  
some which could form part of the rapid transit network  
in the future but are not considered to be a priority within  
the timeframe of this pathway. Three of these corridors  
are the most likely to require rapid transit in the longer-term.  
Until then, continued improvements to existing bus services  
on these corridors should be made. Increasing use on  
these corridors can help to build the case for future rapid  
transit investment.

1. Onewa Road

This is a key bus corridor for the lower North Shore, serving both 
the Glenfield Road and Birkenhead areas. The current transit lanes 
carry more people (primarily on buses) than the regular traffic 
lanes do at peak times. These lanes are fit for purpose in the short 
to medium term. 

In the longer term, the introduction of North Shore light rail may 
open up new opportunities to better serve the western part of the 
North Shore (including Northcote, Birkenhead, Glenfield and Beach 
Haven areas), improving access to the city centre and other parts 
of the North Shore. The best time to undertake further work on this 
corridor will be when there is greater clarity on the form, function 
and timing of delivering North Shore light rail. 

2. Manukau Road

This corridor serves a range of destinations, including  
the Newmarket metropolitan centre, Greenlane Clinical Centre, 
Epsom, Royal Oak, and Onehunga. Land use change in these areas 
may increase demand to a level beyond which the existing bus 
services on the corridor will not be able to cope. In the short to 
medium term, there will be improvements to  bus services and 
walking and cycling, but there is the potential for rapid transit in 
the longer term.

This corridor could potentially connect with the City Centre to 
Māngere corridor at Onehunga to provide a direct connection 
towards Auckland Airport and ease pressure on inner parts of that 
corridor. If built as the same mode, there is potential that services 
from both corridors could share infrastructure south of Onehunga. 
At the northern end, significant further planning would be required 
to determine how best to integrate this corridor with the wider 
rapid transit network in the city centre. 

The best time to undertake further work on this corridor will 
be after the City Centre to Māngere corridor has been fully 
implemented. 

3. Pakuranga Road

The first stage of the Eastern Busway runs along the southern  
end of Pakuranga Road. While the rest of the busway will then 
travel along Ti Rakau Drive, future demand on Pakuranga Road 
may justify a branch of the busway continuing towards  
Highland Park and Howick. The need for full rapid transit is  
likely to be driven by land use change generating a need for  
a higher-quality system. 

The best time to undertake further work on this corridor will be 
after the Eastern Busway has been fully implemented. 

5.1.8 Crosstown 

Description and strategic role

This corridor extends across the southern part of the Auckland 
isthmus, aiming to link rapid transit corridors serving west 
Auckland with those that serve south and east Auckland.  
Further planning work is needed to confirm the corridor’s  
extent at both its western and eastern ends, alongside  
developing a preferred alignment and mode. 

The corridor has the potential to play a critical role in Auckland’s 
overall rapid transit network by linking together several ‘radial’ 
routes travelling towards the city centre and enabling a much  
more connected network. This will significantly improve travel 
choice and make the wider rapid transit network useful for  
a much greater range of trips. 

This part of Auckland has very significant growth and 
redevelopment potential. Substantial redevelopment is already 
underway in many areas, including New Lynn, Avondale,  
Mt Roskill, Three Kings, Royal Oak and Onehunga. There is also 
potential to provide connections to Sylvia Park at the corridor’s 
eastern extent. There are also large areas of publicly owned land  
in the area that could be redeveloped, creating potential to  
integrate this rapid transit corridor with major redevelopments  
to maximise the benefits of both investments.

Mode and sequencing

Further planning work is needed to confirm the extent and mode 
of this corridor. While forecast demand is likely to be within the 
capacity of bus rapid transit, light rail will be provided for some 
sections of the corridor as part of the City Centre to Māngere 
project, which could be leveraged if light rail was used as the mode 
for this corridor instead. 

Additionally, this corridor also encompasses an already designated 
KiwiRail designation which spans much of this route. This presents 
a promising opportunity for Heavy Rail to be utilised for this route 
serving both passenger and freight strategic needs.

The Rail Programme Business case considers the future needs 
of the Heavy Rail network and, should a rail line be developed 
for broader passenger and freight network enhancements, this 
designation could be leveraged as a key RTN link.

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Corridor 
implementation 
(potentially 
staged for 
constructability)

Onehunga

Pakuranga

Howick

Onewa

Constellation

Newmarket
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6.3 Public transport network integration 
Over the next decade there will be improvements to the wider 
public transport network, with the likes of the City Rail Link and 
better feeder bus frequency coming online. However, there is still 
significant room for improvement. Investment should continue to 
improve rapid and frequent networks. There should be a strong 
focus on improving the transfer experience, with recent investment 
such as Puhinui Station providing a great example to follow.

Depending upon geography, distance from the City Centre and 
density of other RTN opportunities, a supporting bus network is 
able to significantly increase the catchment size around an RTN 
Station. Within the urban area the supporting bus services can 
make the station accessible to a catchment of typically up to 5 
kilometres. An example of a station with high transfer in Panmure 
with over 40% of train passengers having transferred from bus.

It should be noted that in addition to allowing transfer between 
the feeding bus services and the RTN service, the RTN station does 
also facilitate bus to bus transfers. At Panmure there is a higher 
percentage of people making bus to bus transfer than bus to train.

Across Auckland the quality of the transfer experience varies. 
There is a need to make the transfer from the feeder bus system as 
easy and seamless as possible for people. It is important to make 
the transfer:

• Obvious with clear site lines and good wayfinding.

• As short as practically possible and with a view  
to minimise the amount of vertical movement.

• In an environment that is safe with good shelter. 

In the majority of cases, it will be necessary to terminate the feeder 
bus services at the RTN station. To facilitate a good passenger 
experience transferring there is a need to cater for the buses and 
drivers at the RTN station, in particular it is ideal to:

• Have sufficient bus stops for the number of services arriving / 
departing from the station

• Separate the layover location from the active bus stops for 
dropping off / picking up passengers.

• Ensure that the distance between the bus stops and layover 
location is kept to as short as practically possible.

• Ensure that there is sufficient layover space for everything  
from breaks between services, ten-minute breaks, 
lunch breaks, with convenient facilities for drivers.

• Enable top up recharging of the buses batteries during longer 
service breaks.

A well-designed terminus facility for passenger and buses enables  
a more efficient / cost effective bus operations. The challenge  
is to make sure the facility works well with the urban realm  
at the station.

6.1 Introduction
Implementing this pathway over time will considerably expand 
the reach, capacity and attractiveness of Auckland’s rapid 
transit network. Upgrades to rapid transit corridors need to be 
complemented by ongoing improvements to how people access 
rapid transit stations, whether this access is by walking, cycling, 
feeder buses, park and ride or other modes. Land-use integration 
is also a critical part of improving access to public transport, by 
enabling and encouraging more people to live, work and visit 
locations that are easily accessible by the rapid transit network.

6.2 Improving station access
Stations provide customers the means of access rapid transit 
services, which generally make up the main leg of their journey. 
For a station to be effective, it should enable a seamless transition 
between that main leg, and first and last legs of the customer’s 
journey. This means stations should:

• Have universal walking access, bike and micro-mobility facilities, 
well-designed connections to local buses and suitable car drop-
off and pick-up points. 

• A quality customer experience, making the rapid transit network 
convenient, accessible and attractive. 

• Be well integrated with their local areas, creating thriving and 
sustainable neighbourhoods.

There are different types of stations that serve different strategic 
functions, based on their role in the network and their location. 
How customers access their station will vary depending on its 
context. All stations need to cater for a range of accessibility needs. 

Rapid Transit Station Access Study

Auckland Transport has assessed existing station access and 
experience across the rapid transit network, including an analysis 
of existing facilities, customer experience, the ease of transport 
access and the land use around each station. The goal of this work 
was to provide guidance for improving station experience and 
access, with the long-term aim of improving station access across 
the network.

This work aimed to identify:

• Deficiencies across the network for access by mode, station 
experience and land use integration, and priority locations for 
investment.

• The key function of each station and the associated  
‘ideal’ state for customer experience, access and integration

• How access to transit can be improved for all users, and  
the high-level steps that need to be taken to enable well-
functioning urban environments around rapid transit stations. 

• The planning and infrastructure needed to support our growth, 
climate, transport and urban development aspirations. 

• A tool for stakeholders to achieve a common understanding of 
the current state of the network’s stations and starting point 
from which to take future decisions together.

This study will inform the development of the rapid transit network, 
including upgrades to existing stations and the design of new ones.

The way forward for station access

Auckland Transport is developing a business case to seek funding 
for a range of improvements to accessing rapid transit stations 
across the network. This will be the basis of a ten-year programme 
of improvements across all rapid transit stations, as well as ferry 
terminals. This programme will consider improved active mode 
facilities at, to and from stations, improved public transport 
service levels, facilities for private car travel, improved wayfinding 
and accessibility for all users. It will also consider system-wide 
interventions such as rideshare / bikeshare / carshare, digital 
solutions and Travel Demand Management (TDM).

This is an opportunity to get alignment between projects being 
delivered across Auckland by AT and others, and to identify 
opportunities for a ‘dig once’ approach, to minimise disruption  
to customers across the network.

6. Accessing rapid transit 
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4  https://knowledgeauckland.org.nz/media/2453/auckland-monthly-housing-update-09september-2022.pdf

6.4 Land use integration
More intensive urban development is already enabled and 
encouraged around most of Auckland’s rapid transit stations, 
through higher-density zoning in the Auckland Unitary Plan,  
and the identification of ‘development areas’ in the Auckland Plan.  
In recent years around 13% of all new dwellings consented have  
been located within the one kilometre walking catchment of  
the rapid transit network:4

The National Policy Statement on Urban Development (NPS-UD) 
enables further intensification around rapid transit stations, by 
requiring high density zoning allowing development of at least six 
levels within their walkable catchments. 

Building on the NPS-UD, additional steps that could be taken to 
further encourage growth in locations near rapid transit are:

• Auckland Council and Central Government investigate how 
financial incentives (e.g., development contributions) should  
be used to encourage growth close to rapid transit.

• Encouraging public urban development agencies  
(such as Eke Panuku and Kāinga Ora) to focus on areas close  
to rapid transit.

• Taking steps to remove other barriers to growth  
(including non-transport infrastructure constraints)  
in areas close to rapid transit.

Council has just approved a new Future Development Strategy, 
which sets out the priority development and future urban areas for 
the region. These are shown on the following figure, demonstrating 
good alignment between planned rapid transit and development/
intensification.

Dwellings consented inside RTN walking catchments
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7.4 Funding 

7.4.1 What our pathway might cost 

Implementing this pathway will be the largest area of investment  
into Auckland’s transport system over the coming decades. 
Estimating costs over such a long time horizon is extremely  
difficult and there are many ways in which costs could change  
over the course of undertaking more detailed planning and design 
work (e.g. decisions around whether or not to tunnel sections of  
a corridor).

Because such significant investment will be needed to implement 
this pathway, careful staging and sequencing is required to 
help improve affordability over time by smoothing the level of 
investment. The sequencing outlined in this pathway also seeks  
to provide longer-term certainty to the wider delivery sector,  
so that capacity and capability can be built up over time –  
leading to long-term cost efficiencies.

7.4.2 Current funding

Rapid transit was the largest area of investment in both the 2018 
and 2021 versions of the Auckland Transport Alignment Project 
and will continue to be a significant component of overall transport 
investment plans. ATAP 2021 allocated $7.6 billion for rapid transit 
over the next decade, broken down as follows:

• Rail network improvements: $4.6 billion
• City Centre to Māngere and Northwest corridors: $1.9 billion
• Eastern Busway: $880 million
• North Shore improvements: $125 million
• Airport to Botany corridor: $76 million

Current funding arrangements for rapid transit projects (i.e. 
the share of funding from difference sources) are generally 
determined on a ‘case-by-case’ basis, broadly guided by which 
organisation is the project lead. ATAP 2021 assumed a higher share 
of Government funding for rapid transit projects to reflect their 
national significance, although affordability constraints have made 
implementation of this assumption challenging.

7.4.3 Clarifying funding arrangements

Rapid transit’s high cost and unclear funding arrangements have 
led many projects to be funded on a bespoke basis, often including 
Crown grants. This has led to significant variability between 
projects, and a lack of certainty the undermines efficient progress 
on implementing Auckland’s rapid transit network. 

Rapid transit has several unique characteristics relevant  
to the development of an enduring funding framework:

• Very large and complex investments that take many years  
to plan, design and construct

• Generate widespread benefits across many different 
beneficiaries

• Inter-generational benefits

• Often developed as part of wider urban development 
programmes

• Often need to be built ahead of demand, to shape urban 
development and travel patterns

• Funding arrangements are of strong public and political interest

Clarity is required on several matters:

• How funding is split across different sources  
(e.g. Crown, the National Land Transport Fund, local share, etc.)

• How to avoid perverse incentives, such as funding arrangements 
incentivising poor corridor location

• How to provide appropriate levels of longer-term certainty,  
given the long timeframes for planning and delivery

• How to appropriately explore new funding mechanisms  
(e.g. value capture)

Government is undertaking a wider review of how transport is 
funded in New Zealand. The outputs of that work are likely to 
be relevant for rapid transit and will be incorporated into future 
updates to this pathway.

7.5 Next steps  
The ARTP is Auckland’s pathway. It is a technical piece of analysis 
which represents a clear indication of where rapid transit is needed, 
when and in what form. Auckland Transport and Auckland Council 
will use the ARTP to advocate to government for funding and to 
ensure that as projects progress that they align to this integrated, 
whole-of-network view.

There are a number of projects, initiatives, and assessments 
currently underway. When they are completed they will need to  
be assessed against the ARTP and incorporated. 

7.1 Roles and responsibilities of agencies
The planning, funding and delivery of rapid transit in Auckland 
requires effort by multiple agencies within central and local 
government. These are complex initiatives that often do not neatly 
fit into traditional divisions of responsibility across agencies, 
leading to project-by-project solutions for recent rapid transit 
projects like City Rail Link (which has been established as  
a separate entity, jointly funded by the Crown and Auckland 
Council rather than via Waka Kotahi).

Looking ahead, a clearer and more consistent approach to  
the planning, funding and delivery of rapid transit is essential  
if progress in implementing Auckland’s rapid transit network  
is to be accelerated. Rapid transit projects are often extremely 
complex and significant, requiring deep expertise across a wide 
range of technical issues. Work by the Ministry of Transport  
is underway to clarify rapid transit roles and responsibilities,  
with the outcomes of this work being incorporated into  
a future update to this Pathway.

In the meanwhile, current arrangements will need to continue for 
existing projects. Strong alignment and collaboration across the 
different organisations that play a role in rapid transit planning 
and delivery will continue to be essential, regardless of future 
arrangements. 

7.2 Roles of mana whenua
The iwi mana whenua of Tāmaki Makaurau, as partners with  
the Crown under Te Tiriti o Waitangi/The Treaty of Waitangi,  
have an important role to play in the development of the rapid 
transit network. Central and Local Government agencies work  
with mana whenua on the development of individual corridors  
of the network, to ensure that their views and expertise are 
included in the corridor’s planning and design.

Mana whenua recognise the benefits rapid transit has, in providing 
improved access to opportunities for communities, including 
hāpori Māori. They support improving access for Māori, including 
those who are not mana whenua in Tāmaki Makaurau, as well 
as for Pasifika communities. Mana whenua also support a social 
procurement approach to the development of the rapid transit 
network, which should include Māori and Pasifika businesses.  
In addition, as noted above, mana whenua have their own 
commercial aspirations, and support the development of the rapid 
transit network in a way that supports these aspirations. This may 
include providing rapid transit access to their land which they are 

seeking to redevelop. 

The ARTP’s development included engagement with  
mana whenua, and their input is reflected in this section,  
as well as other parts of this pathway. Mana whenua see  
their role on rapid transit projects as:

• Being kaitiaki for the environment – advocating for positive 
environmental outcomes as part of projects. This includes 
ensuring infrastructure is designed and constructed in  
an appropriate way and includes aspects that benefit  
the environment (such as improvements to water quality  
as part of stormwater treatment systems).

• Having deep knowledge of their local rohe – ensuring that 
infrastructure and services are delivered in a way that is 
conscious of and respects the history and culture of the area  
and its people. 

To perform these roles, mana whenua expect to be represented  
in projects at both:

• A governance level, to enable them be part of decision-making 
processes and steer the direction of the project. 

• A technical level, to understand and contribute to the details  
of the project’s development. 

As part of their involvement in projects, mana whenua may  
choose to gift names for infrastructure which reflect the history 
of the local area, and which contribute to a unique Māori identity 
for Tāmaki Makaurau. Mana whenua also encourage this to be 
achieved through the incorporation of Māori design principles.  
The design of Puhinui, Manukau and Ōtāhuhu Stations are 
examples of where this has been done successfully.

7.3 Route protection 
Some level of planning and design work is underway for most  
of the corridors identified in this Pathway. A key focus over the 
next few years is to complete this work to a level that corridors  
can be legally protected through statutory planning processes.

In some cases it may be decades before these rapid transit 
corridors are fully implemented. However, route protection  
is an important tool to minimise future property acquisition  
costs and provide a level of certainty to the community about 
future intentions. 

7. Implementing the pathway 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Increase residential living density of the city centre and outwards from there. Then 
implement public transport which can be more cost effective due to higher density and 
usage. Prioritise public transport over cars 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Hosting international events that cost a lot of money, where the return on investment it 
dubiously calculated 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It's needed in a dire way 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Rapid transport to and from the airport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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I oppose the proposal to lease the operation of the port for 35 years for the following 
reasons: 

  

Disregards Expert Advice: The proposal ignores expert advice on the port's 
unsustainable location, as evidenced by the conclusions of the last three port studies. 

Hidden costs: Locking the port into its current location until at least 2060 will impose 
billions of dollars of road and rail costs on future generations as freight flows 
increasingly strain our already congested transport network. 

Long-term Impact: Prolonging the status quo until at least 2060 will prevent Auckland 
from realising the significant social, economic, and environmental potential we could 
achieve by transforming the industrial port zone into a thriving urban environment, as 
we've done with Viaduct Harbour and Wynyard Quarter. 

 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

The Port isn't in the best location for NZ, it's time we moved it.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Public transport eg, light rail, cycle lanes 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less vehicle lanes lanes 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support all but stopping some cycleways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycle lanes and light rail 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Additional road lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

Move the port to whangarei and turn the ports into parks, housing, stadiums and 
arenas. Improve the main trunk line to rely on rail freight 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Ports look ugly for our city centre 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Ports look ugly. 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

N/A 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Significantly reduce/cut funding to Auckland Transport's cycleway programme and 
raised pedestrian crossings - it's incredibly wasteful spending and unnecessary. This is 
Auckland remember; not Amsterdam.  

Reduce funding to AT in general - forces them to be more selective with their projects 
and more efficient with spending.  

Reassess rates given to council contractors (Ventia etc) - they'll currently be laughing 
to the bank. 

Cut amount of staff by 30% - efficiency within the organisation will naturally raise to 
maintain current level of output/productivity - staff will be more motivated/driven. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Very much in favour of reducing temporary traffic management requirements and 

stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as raised pedestrian crossings and 
cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

N/A 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

As mentioned previously, cut spending on cycleways and raised pedestrian crossings. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

In favour of diversification into a separate fund similar to the NZ Super Fund. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

379



#6086 
 
 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

There's no way our road/rail systems will be able to handle increased demand for 
transportation of goods due to the removal of the Bledisloe Terminal. Our road/rail 
systems can't even keep up with general transportation demand as it stands now. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
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growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

N/A
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport is expensive, unreliable, dirty - we don’t use it unless we have too. 
Speed limits are not enforced making it very unsafe to walk or cycle even in our own 
suburb. For the two adults in this household we must drive to work and also to 
activities - our roads are unsafe and public transport costs more than what it does to 
drive most of the time. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised pedestrian crossings - they do nothing to slow drivers down! 

I certainly wouldn’t have spent money removing rubbish bins only to have those left in 
the area overflowing with more rubbish than I’ve ever seen before. Not well thought out 
at all! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Invest in one central Auckland stadium - Eden Park. If the North Harbour community 
want to keep their stadium they should redevelop it. Have been to one game at this 
stadium 20+ years ago (a Kiwis rugby league game) and that’s it, compared with 
plenty of games, test matches and concerts at Eden Park. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 
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Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Fix pot holes o. The streets properly rather than put concrete mix from Bunnings in the 
hole that leave a bump. 

Remove road cones that are not serving any purpose other than just being there. 
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Auckland Mayor gets paid 4 x more than the average earner - reduce that wage and 
put it into things that will actually change rate payers lives 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Positions within Auckland council that get paid 2 x more than the average Aucklander 
to sit in an office and ‘advise’ on things. Stop that. 

Also - stop paying half a million dollars for raised crossings… what a rip off… who 
signed off on that bill? Cut their salary by half a mill for every raised crossing - see if it 
keeps happening 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland public transport has been an absolute shambles since I’ve lived in 
Auckland… 35 years. 

It hasn’t gotten any better in that time. Probably won’t in the next 35 years. Don’t make 
promises you can’t keep and let it go 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Filling in pot holes. 

More police 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Pedestrian crossings don’t cost half a million dollars each. Who the ********** signs off 
that bill? 

Stop hiring ‘consultants’ who do nothing but get paid in excess of $200K for doing 
nothing. 

Stop making positions on Auckland Council and paying them ridiculous money to do 
nothing. 

Wayne Brown is a waste of time 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Don’t waste money on doing anything with it. 

Promote what’s already there -  

No one cares. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Don’t expect rate payers to be ok with increases when that money could be made else 
where 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

Because why should I pay more to see less happen that effects me? 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Don’t force rate payers to fork out for things we didn’t ask for - like the food waste bin.. 
then charge for the service and charge for the bin liners 

No one wanted it in the first place. 

If this didnt happen I might have been ok with a rate increase - but what else are you 
going to force on me that I don’t want? 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Get that to pay for rate increases 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Stop wasting money stop wasting rate payers money 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Other 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Not Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More maintenance on keeping drains clear eg. More weed spraying near berms to 
help keep flood pathways free 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We should remain a shareholder for Auckland airport, it’s an important part of the city. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

We already have plenty of public space as the waterfront, don’t need more 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Fairly Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

409



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Public transport. It needs to be done as a matter of urgency. Give us trains. Give us a 
proper link to the airport, take pressure off the motorway. Auckland is behind every 
major city in this regard. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems like this money could be better spent elsewhere. Like public transport. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

It is a long holding investment and should be held as equity for the future. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

412



#6212 
 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

Fine. 
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

420



#6230 
 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki,Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 
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Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 
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Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Through grants, support community-led 
events and initiatives that create safe 
neighbourhoods and promoting active 
living, sustainable practices. 

 

Very Important 

Support activities to increase social 
cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 
outreach to people from smaller ethnic 
groups and connect newer settlers to local 
services. 

 

Very Important 

Increase youth empowerment through 
supporting leadership and training 
programmes as well as prioritising youth 
engagement. 

 

Very Important 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 
local opportunities in projects that can 
provide spaces for play in places beyond 
playgrounds. 

 

Very Important 

Continue to support and look to increase 
environmental and sustainability projects to 
address climate change and environmental 
challenges through community-led projects 
and by working with mana whenua. 

 

Very Important 

Explore options for ways of delivering 
increased local economic outcomes for 
small to large businesses. 

Very Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
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network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 
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Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Water infrastructure and improving environment. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Recreational, festivals etc, council support to underserving citizens. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Any spending needs to be of benefit to all. Cycle ways are not essential nor raised 
pedestrian crossings. People need to become more responsible and resilient and get 
off the « assisted » mentality. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Global warming and consequences is our most urgent issue as all other aspects will 
become redundant if it is not addressed. Our aging infrastructure needs to be 
prioritised but people buying houses in at risk places should take some responsibility 
for their decisions. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

This is short term benefit, we should invest in long term planning. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Same as before. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I don’t feel I get much service from my rates to council. Clearly, the infrastructure 
needs repair to avoid future environmental issues. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

We need our port. Transport from elsewhere is costly and damaging to our 
environment. It also worsens traffic. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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. 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Business should pay more as they produce most pollution. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 

We need to address necessities not luxury 
projects. 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

Not great. I feel most of my rates go to fund other people. Living in One Tree Hill, I 
don’t see any local improvement. I would like to see a fairer, more efficient bus service 
in this are. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Big enough as it is. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I take public transport so any improvement in reliability would be appreciated. 

Those raised pedestrian crossings are appalling. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't keep doing the same thing and expect different results! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
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network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 
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Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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No 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I like that it’s comprehensive and supports inner city intensification 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The trust helps diversification of Auckland’s assets and will more likely generate 
exponential returns. I’m not sure about whether the fund’s growth will outpace 
Auckland Airport’s value however - my answer also depends on projected value of the 
fund vs airport shares  
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Plus this model seems to be successful ie NZ Super Fund, Norway’s Wealth Fund, 
Kiwisaver 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Council services like infrastructure around storm water, supporting city intensification 
and climate change mitigation should come first 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

I think getting businesses onside and 
holding more publicly visible community 
events (eg Wellington’s Newtown festival 
and Cuba Dupa) increases visibility of the 
local board and garners a wider audience in 
the community.  

Youth empowerment, while important, 
needs a more targeted approach. The 
funding should concentrate on underfunded 
schools to support students undertaking 
extracurricular activities- let the students 
decide which climate action groups are 
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worthwhile and fund the students, rather 
than us picking on behalf of young people 
as the ‘’market’ is the best form of resource 
allocation. 

 

Tell us why 

Great 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Put back the rubbish bins that you have taken from every street, thereby making litter 
problem far worse and leaving it to ratepayers to pick up themselves from the 
pavements and streets and verges. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Yes - cut out all the Maori names added to your documents, there's no need for 
naming South Auckland parks etc with Maori and English names. Wasted money. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Just restore what you have removed (street rubbish bins) which does not require any 
more spending because they are already there. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes - CEOs and unproductive management and councillors who do not provide value 
for exorbitant salaries.  Ratepayers are not a bottomless pit to rely on every year 
increasing our rates when many rely only on superannuation incomes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Dont care about the North Shore, never go there. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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The average citizen does not know about these shares nor their relevance to Council 
or ratepayers. Just do the right thing which we trust you to do (but seldom get repaid in 
a trustworthy manner). 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

It is common sense to retain our own port operations for Auckland. Common sense 
does not seem to be very common in these discussions by Council or the Mayor. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Obvious - Auckland Council services are being lost every year. Ratepayers do not 
deserve to have household wheelie bin collections every two weeks instead of weekly. 
Some bins would be overflowing onto the pavements if you do that. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I never go there, ever. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Never go there. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Residential Rates can't go on funding the Council. You should charge Maraes, 
Churches and all others now exempt from paying their fair share instead of the unfair 
treatment of residential ratepayers. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
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I do not support any priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 
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Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Onehunga is okay as it is. We do not need 
new supermarket nor lose ONE or ANY 
precious trees which hold up the bank and 
provide habitat for birds, and shade for 
people. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Onehunga shopping area is fine as it is. Leave it alone FFS. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Kick the Maunga group within Council (Paul Majurey in particular) out as they do not 
have Auckland's heritage best interests at heart. They are one eyed and bigoted 
against anything from anywhere else (eg trees) look at denuded mountains in 
Auckland, Mangere for example. A few trees at the top, that's it.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Pay for more regulators to get on top of disbanding and breaking up the council! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Go away! The amount of friends, family and random contacts that are opposed to what 
the council has done and what they propose is huge.  

Council and govt planning has always been terrible 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I’ve cycled, driven, been in buses and trains in several overseas countries. NZ has the 
dumbest, most pointless cycle lanes. The roads are non stop clogged with traffic. AT 
buses and trains, I gave up a decade ago and I still see constant complaints, like what 
I made a decade ago. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nothing. I’m on the border of leaving Akl anyway. You never understood basic 
infrastructure and now the amount of people that are complaining about the rubbish 
collections. Pointless money wasters! 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Everything, except personally helping my family, neighbour’s and community. Not 
having paid council staff to do a half ********** job 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Council should have no involvement with stadiums 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

It should be a completely public entity, run by shareholders. Not the nose picking 
council 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Calculate and decide yourselves!  

You’re a useless at listening to the public anyway. 

 

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: 

Private investment stakeholders should retain the profit/loss 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Other 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Other 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Other 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Disband the Auckland council so each neighborhood has more independence and 
control over what happens in their own backyard 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Disband, separate and remove bureaucratic red tape interference
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 Do less 

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 

Fairly Important 
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Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Maintain library services. Sort out poor services supplied by Auckland Transport by 
more careful governance on priorities.Improve & streamline road side verges etc 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Avoid using buses at times they carry few passengers by more concerted attention to 
timetables. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Attention to improve the present fiasco is needed so hopefully the proposal is an 
improvement 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Streamlining appreciate management to use studies that support successful planning 
to improve poor results now endured by Auckland ERS as we grow 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Sports stadiums at the waterfront & such huge costing scenarios until we can sensibly 
balance the costs of priorities such as water supply, road maintenance, rubbish 
collections & disposal 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The economic needs of a city should be paramount before the luxury such as sports 
stadiums 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Day to day costings already threaten the future of Auckland's economy without this 
proposal further costings 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

If it can be ensured that it can be a benefit to Aucklanders then let's encourage the 
proposal 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

The port has so much to offer it is a waste to simply ignore 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Support 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 

Local knowledge rather than general seems 
much more relevant 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

Unable to answer 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Prefer it be kept to a smaller control group 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

As mentioned, especially more funding for library and community services e.g. CAB, 
and local funding for organisations redirecting food waste so it can be used, e.g. 
Everybody Eats, City Mission, etc. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't think initiatives such as raised pedestrian crossings should be stopped as 
proposed - if these would improve safety outcomes then I think they should proceed as 
was originally planned. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More spent on public transport initiatives and improvements. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roads. More public transport improvements would mean fewer cars on the road, so 
much less money would be needed for potholes etc. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

487



#6565 
 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I’m prepared to pay more to support community services like libraries, support un-
housed individuals and families, and respond to the threats of climate change. I want 
stronger protections for our natural environment. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less money into things that have no collective benefit, eg golf courses, supporting 
cruise ships (which are delaying/cancelling ferries and destroying the environment, I 
don’t care how much money they bring to a few select businesses downtown). 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It’s not future-focused and it doesn’t take into account the needs of those on lower 
incomes. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

A waste of money when so many other projects have a wider benefit. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Asset sales never work out to the benefit of the public. 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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I want more environmentally-sustainable solutions for the freight of goods. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

I don’t understand the desire to charge businesses less and don’t support it. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 
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Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Separate stormwater from wastewater 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cycle lanes, public relations, office administration 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Need rapid public transport (Not slow public transport = trams) 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Rail from Puninui to the airport (real rail, not "light rail" = tramways) 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle ways, which must be opened up to electric scooters and other light vehicles. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

North Shore Stadium is uneconomic. Downsize and get better site utilisation. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Council should not be tied to a narrow range of investments, solely for historical 
sentimental reasons. 
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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: 

Councils lack expertise in running ports. Need to be hands off.  

Relocate car-import shipments out of Waitemata Harbour (these car are for distribution 
all over the North Island). 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Investment income 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better Local parks not just in wealthy areas. Panmure has had no bridge at the lagoon 
for a year and locals use it daily. More crime patrols. Better swimming and recreation 
centers with time limits so everyone can enjoy them. Cracking down at pools beaches 
etc people putting up tents and taking over for the day. Banning stereos  pools and 
beaches and fining people that do it. Targeted social services for mentally ill like Mike 
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King. Better recycling like Canada. The ability to swim in Auckland beaches and not 
have them covered in sewage. More resources and power fines  to noise control. 
There is a house in our area with over 100 noise complaints. Penalise them until they 
stop doing or arrest them 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less government wasteful spending on council workers, transport projects that fail. Too 
much is spent on select groups instead of being fair to alll that Nz is many cultures, 
Get rid of consultants 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don’t trust council. They’ve wasted our money for years. Auckland has paid way more 
economically, sociallly, emotionally so I don’t agree with the fuel tax. If anything 
Auckland should get a rebate for how covid was dealt with. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Already listed above. Also get Auckland council out of any transport planning and put a 
new government lead group in charge 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Getting rid of departments and staff not pulling their weight 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

If it isn’t working fix it 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

I just feel it is better 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Na 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

I think the fund fill be another Auckland council waste of money. Consultants 
paperwork beurocracy 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No 

 

512



#6614 
 
5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Na 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Na 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

Do not support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 
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Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

I don't know 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

I don't know 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 

Very Important 
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schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

I think the clean waterways, parks and 
recreation and less crime are the primary 
concerns in my Wellington. This area is also 
2nd biggest business district in New 
Zealand and nothing is being done to assist 
in the infastructure there. There are 
ridiculous housing projects accepted and 
the roads and parking will not work with it. I 
currently can’t get my daughter to school on 
rubbish days as you can’t get through the 
road. You can’t allow 20 houses to be built 
on one lot with no parking. Deal with things 
that matter 

 

Tell us why 

Like I said talk to locals and fix the fundamentals. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Na 

 

Tell us why 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

This survey is too long
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Aotea/Great Barrier,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Aotea/Great Barrier Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Aotea/Great Barrier in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Continue the regular programme of funding 
for community groups to deliver services 
and environmental groups to deliver 
ecology works. 

Very Important 

Continue our regular maintenance of parks 
and assets. 

Very Important 

Investigate improvements for playground 
areas island-wide. 

Very Important 

Support implementation of aspects of the 
new Destination Management Plan. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Aotea/Great Barrier proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 

Very Important 
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(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Improved maintenance and removal of rubbish etc in parks to create a more attractive 
and safe place to visit. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways both save lives and provide a place 
where active travel is supported and safe. These provide both short term and long term 
benefits that reduce the need to spend elsewhere. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways, safe pedestrian crossings. Low traffic neighbourhoods. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Any projects that provide additional capacity for single occupant vehicles. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Proceed with the proposal, but look to maintaining the remaining AIAL shares based 
on the strategic value to the city and expected return over the long term. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

In the short term, use this to primarily fund council services, but over time transition 
this into the Auckland Future Fund, reducing the immediate impact on rates etc. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The longer term plan to move a number of functions of the port of Auckland out of the 
city should continue to be looked at to free up this area and make it more useable by 
residents. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

As above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Support 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better alternative modes for transport. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Do as little funding as possible on new roads, only spend what is needed into 
maintenance to keep the existing network in good condition and transitioning the 
space to public transport, bike and walking. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Just make speed zones around schools permanently reduced, no need for expensive 
dynamic speed zones. Absolutely do not cancel cycleway projects, the best way to 
reduce congestion would be to get people out of cars. Honestly this is just objectively 
proven now why are we still consulting on this? 

Definitely support the public transport cheaper/easier/faster idea. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways, walking, surface light rail. 

 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Any road building or widening that doesnt include cycle and public transport 
infrastructure. Absolutely do not support building 4 lane highways in perophery 
suburbs, more development far out will cost way more in the long term. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Would be great if it could get some use which doesnt seem to be happening in its 
current state. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We need assets to maintain our good credit rating and have the ability to increase our 
debt to fund infrastructure. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Is there an investor currently willing to take on a 35 year lease? Prefer to retain 
ownership as it forms part of the basis of our credit rating and ability to raise debt to 
fund other infrastructure. Profit does not need to be large to have benefits from owning 
the assets. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Retain the assets to help secure future finance. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Would be good to retain the assets. Moving to Northland unfortunately would be very 
inefficient for freight in exchange for a relatively short sea trip at much lower cost than 
land tranport ($ and energy cost). 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

Support 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 
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Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 

Very Important 
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schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

Agree remove the Kiwirail corridor. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

The current zone doesn't cover a lot of businesses that exist in the community. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Get rid of the raised crossings on main roads. 

Get rid of the large buses and put smaller buses in place of, more frequent and more 
variation of routes. Get people who have expertise and not ignorant consultants 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

People with expertise and pay for it. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Consultants 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It was a great place to watch sport and concerts. It can be again 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It should allow more diversity in investment 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki,Ōrākei 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
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and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 
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Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Common sense really 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
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ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 

I support all priorities 
 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Not Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

551



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 As proposed 

Water  

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop funding 'Diversity, equity and inclusion' projects. -  the Council should stay OUT of 
political and ideological tangles and stick to the basics.  
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It makes people absolutely furious to see funding of Rainbow events (etc) when 
infrastructure is neglected 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cars are still our current future. I can't go to work on my bike and get the groceries on 
the way home. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

The writing is on the wall. People will not fill stadiums as our parents did. 

Cut losses and redevelop. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Airports will always create revenue. 
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I park regularly at the airport and it costs me a fortune...but it is good to know that 
Aucklanders are benefitting. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Think long term. Future generations will thank us. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

That area is a gem for Auckland ratepayers. That is worth 100 Eden Parks 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

1. Think a generation ahead. 

2. Keep out of ideological issues like Diversity 

3. Stop funding entertainment and start funding essential services. People can pay for 
their own concerts. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Council needs to stick to its main role of providing basic survival services - water 
quality, transport and things like rubbish removal. Everything else is a "nice to have" 
that in the current infrastructure shortfall are not appropriate investments. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 
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Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support any priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

While our water network is in dire straits 
and our PT system in some instances 
barely functional, these are nice to haves 
that simply don't warrant the spending. Has 
any analysis been done that demonstrates 
that this spending returns any meaningful 
outcomes for Auckland? 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Businesses can form their own associations without needing it to be run by the council 
with the administrative burden associated with it. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Support and advocate for Deaf residents to have equity in society within Auckland, and 
provide additional financial support so they are able to access interpreter services in 
more of the public sector. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think improving pedestrian/cyclist walkways are essential to providing better travel 
options for aucklanders, these plans should still go ahead 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Widened roads that improve the flow of traffic. Holding petrol stations accountable, and 
ensuring a consistent reasonable price amongst petrol stations, including all petrol 
stations of the same brand, having the same cost of fuel. 

 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

571



#6713 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Make sure pavements are safe to walk on 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Stop putting speed bumps everywhere also stop regritting roads that do rot need to be 
done. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Lagoon drive in Panmure has two lanes for buses and most of the time double decker 
buses go by EMPTY.  what a horrid waste of money and also the traffic is terrible much 
worse than years ago. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Keep libraries open they are always with people 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less wages and no special meals just a sandwich for meetings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

If it’s going to save on our rates I’m all for it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Money should go back into the airport instead of rich peoples pockets 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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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? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

Good I’m happy 
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

tree-trimming to avoid power lines damage in storms/wind. clearing holes in sidewalks 
meant to let water escape (these are clogged with leaves). the council should be 
getting the best value for the ratepayers, not treat the ratepayers like a bottomless pit 
of funds. 

584



#6735 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

no gender/sexuality-based events like Pride. get rid of consultants. restructure. cancel 
funding to events with the least amount of people. stop having multiple organisations 
doing the same thing. it's very simple, if council cannot sustain its core functions, why 
should it go into debt to fund non-core functions? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland Transport is a shambles, spending billions for very little outcome. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

refresh the road markings especially with wet weather coming, fixing signs and traffic 
lights 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

less consultants, less red tape, less bureaucrats 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

if Auckland Airport is supposed to be a business, getting the most returns. but all we 
hear is its underperformance, losses, terrible reputation. if it is not a viable business - 
breaking even or making a profit, why are the ratepayers funding its 
underperformance? the airport is the first thing visitors notice and the last thing they 
remember when they leave. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

if it is not a viable business - breaking even or making a profit, why are the ratepayers 
funding its underperformance? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

the focus should be on post Covid recovery. this means making the local board area 
clean, safe and secure. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Albert-Eden,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Celebrating different people and cultures, 
bringing people together with fun and 
engaging activities, and reducing barriers 
for those who might struggle to connect 
with council or others in the community. 

 

Continuing our environmental work through 
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting 
volunteer pest control and planting groups 
and helping community climate action 
through our Climate Activator. 

 

Planning for how our parks and open space 
can respond to growth, making the most of 
what we have, balancing different uses and 
connecting green spaces together. 

Very Important 

Supporting our community groups with 
funding, information, learning new skills and 
building their capability and networks. 

 

Settling in at the new, medium-term location 
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to 
investigate what the long-term library 
solution might be and how we will fund it. 

 

Working with the community on activations 
in the Mt Albert Civic Square. 
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Making our parks rubbish-bin free to 
minimise waste and improve environmental 
and climate outcomes. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 
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Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
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Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I really like raised tables & cycleways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Maintenance - the small things like broken lights, broken seats etc that haven't been 
fixed for years. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Heritage protection 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Stadiums don't really get a lot of use - I've never even been to North Harbour stadium 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Probably easier to redevelop the land - which appears in many plans, if the council still 
owns and operates it. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The land is so close to the city centre and the public could really benefit from it like the 
other recent waterfront developments. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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I would rather the area on top of the railway yards to be redeveloped first. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

604



#6749 
 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Fairer funding for local boards! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Prefer do more, pay more option 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Major improvements to the Onehunga train line. Needs to be more than just a sngle 
track. Plus connect west to south through Onehunga. 

Improving transport services to our coastal and regional areas (eg in the West) 

 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Public benefit over private development. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Public benefit over private development. 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Absolutely support fairer funding for local boards especially for West and South 
Auckland.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Supporting more cultural and art experiences throughout the city 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

I don't know 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Transform the way some services are delivered / accessed. E.g. A shift towards more 
digital delivery of services (e.g. library books), while protecting a minimum of analogue 
service delivery for the (diminishing) non-digital population. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Migrating to digital delivery of relevant services will lower costs. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Being more efficient with both resources and people's time is good. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Rail network, including the to the airport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

All stadiums should be multi-code. North Harbour Stadium is superfluous. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland council does not own planes, and does not fly people between Manukau and 
Silverdale. The airport is is neither here or there for the Council. 
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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: 

Owning the land allows for Council to make decisions on land use in the future. 
Running a commercial port operation is not a core activity for Council. Commercial 
operations should stand on their own feet. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Council has very few revenue streams, and a lot of debt. We need a healthy balance 
sheet for "rainy days" and for our credit rating (cost of debt). 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Maximise port revenue and minimise cash costs to Council. Can look at Council taking 
over the land again in 10 years. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Minimise cash costs to Council in medium term. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

I agree 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

If it helps local business and industry then I agree 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Create more cycleways 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Do NOT get rid of pedestrian and cycleway improvements. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More rapid public transport like trains (NOT simply more busses). And more 
cycleways. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Dynamic lanes and general road upgrades that only advantages cars. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Too much to spend on something that will only be used by a small number of people. 
The north shore needs better public transport instead. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

Poor/ wrong direction 
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better transport options, better management of parks and reserves, continue to 
decarbonise across all council operations. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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No. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transport is the biggest problem in Auckland - it's terrible compared to equivalent cities 
around the world. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

The bus network - more frequent journies. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It's extremely short-sighted to sell assets like this to solve short term budget problems, 
and will just push the problem further out. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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Create a Future Fund but don't sell our airport shares - these are useful assets in a key 
piece of Auckland's infrastructure, and should be protected from short-term budget 
problems. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Both - invest some in the future fund, some in council services. Not sure why this 
question is so binary. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The ports should be moved out of downtown Auckland altogether. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

The ports should be moved out of downtown Auckland altogether. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

640



#6881 
 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 

This area needs all the help it can get. 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transport should be funded by development levy for growth and goverment 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

the airport shares are a strategic shareholding build by council over years and to sell 
this takes away auckland voice in the direction the airport takes 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

The port is a service , note the Auckland city is because of the port and not that the 
port was build for Auckland City 

Having the port benefits the city as it provided cheaper cost for imports of items used 
in the city  

i also is a erason we have manufacturing and distribution based here contributing to 
employment in the city 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

the port income should be  a sustainable level for port costs only, it should not be a 
income generator  

the benfits of lower charges will benefit all Aucklanders 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 
 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation 
facilities, and other public spaces so they 
continue to meet our communities needs. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 
the delivery of relevant and diverse services 
that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 
community volunteers, and our diverse 
communities to carry out environmental 
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 
planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 
Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
address the issues caused by flooding and 
seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 
programme to support and amplify 
community initiatives identified in the 
Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 
mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 
with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 
whenua through project delivery, including 
Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 
Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 
as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 
Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 
plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 
and addressing local safety concerns 
enhancing the overall sense of safety within 
our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 
opportunities through our local economic 
broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 
parks and facilities through our community 
grants. 

 

Tell us why 

if what they have done at Otahuhu township is any indicators they have taken a step 
back 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Pensioner Housing should be sold off 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop the raised crossings and the number of stop / go people just wasting money 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

There use to lost happen there and now very little happens all due to the management 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

The airport has a lot of land that could be used for other things which should not AIAL 
set up a separate company 

 

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: 

The ports are under performing and take attention away from real issues get someone 
into lease them and improve the rail to get trucks of the roads. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Self Insurance should only be to a level i.e. 50% of anything over 20 million 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

The current food compost collection is a waste of time and costs I am sure 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki,Waitākere Ranges 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 
 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation 
facilities, and other public spaces so they 
continue to meet our communities needs. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 
the delivery of relevant and diverse services 
that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 
community volunteers, and our diverse 
communities to carry out environmental 
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 
planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 
Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
address the issues caused by flooding and 
seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 
programme to support and amplify 
community initiatives identified in the 
Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 
mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 
with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 
whenua through project delivery, including 
Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 
Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 
as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 
Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 
plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 
and addressing local safety concerns 
enhancing the overall sense of safety within 
our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 
opportunities through our local economic 
broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 
parks and facilities through our community 
grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

Very Important 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

I don't know 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

Fairly Important 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Not Important 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

Not Important 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

Not Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

things need to results orientated clean up 
the bad people around Southmall and the 
rail hub 

 

Tell us why 

things need to be results orientated. 
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7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 

Fairly Important 
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Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

Result oriented action required 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Onehunga is a dump and is getting worse 

 

Tell us why 
 

Waitākere Ranges Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitākere Ranges in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Initiatives to support community resilience 
and safety. 

I support most priorities 
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Progress priority actions from the Waitākere 
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under 
development). 

Very Important 

Restoration and enhancement of significant 
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer 
zones around the regional park. 

Very Important 

Operating grants for arts and culture 
programmes delivered by our community 
arts partners, such as Te Uru. 

Very Important 

Continue to activate library spaces with 
programmes, services and events. 

Not Important 

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and 
Titirangi Community Houses. 

Very Important 

Invest in our relationship with mana 
whenua, Te Kawerau ā Maki. 

Fairly Important 

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Not Important 

Progress an application for Waitakere 
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark 
sky place. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

Very Important 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitākere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

User Pays and result orientated spending which can be monitored. 

Dogs on buses only ever service dogs

665



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Capped weekly charges, moving to credit card payments, eliminating wasteful; 
spending all good.. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Wasteful repetitive pedestrian crossings. Vanity projects. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

An asset that's been underperforming only since Council TAU took it over.It's a 
necessary asset serving a fast growing & sports/ health oriented population in the 
North & Northwest. A classic example of the wrong & inexperienced people in charge 
of it now. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Focus on the immediate issues and deal with them before reallocating essential 
money to finish existing projects & address current needs. Leave the future until this is 
dealt with. Stop trying to build legacies, just do the job you'er elected for for the few 
years you are in term. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Keep the cash cow as is for asset control, but exploit for dividends 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Best use of money right now. Allow the asset to gradually transition out of council 
control. Minimise investment 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

You haven't finished Wynyard & Viaduct yet 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki,Upper Harbour 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 

Stick to core business...most of this isn't 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

N/C 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Animal control education to avoid unwanted puppies, kittens and neglect. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Sell Avondale racecourse. Own less land to recoup money. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Any thing that speeds up transport and stops more raised crossings. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Get rid of AT 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Any thing that avoids ratepayers being hit for funding. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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: 

Again alleviating pressure on rate payers. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Rates. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't want to lower the lease payments this would cause. 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 

 

680



#6924 
 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Community is important. 

 

Tell us why 

No thoughts. 
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

We need stringent litter laws.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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to pay less is to get less and the way we are going everything will fail if we don't fix 
them now 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

New Zealand Public transport is one of the worst that I have been on I would say in the 
world. Its slow, old and not on time.so we need to fix this to make us more competitive 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Railway to and from the Airport to Auckland City. There is no decent transport thats 
affordable from the airport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle ways, raised pedestrians 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Who uses that stadium ??? hardly anyone now tear it down make use of the land . 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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I don't understand the logistics of the aial and the shares and returns 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

to lease is to have new owners for 35 years will they be in auckland or will this be 
transferred elsewhere in the country 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I don't know what council services they are going to i would like to see auckland have 
a future fund that goes to everyone. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

no 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

This is saying you are willing to move the ports up  north out of auckland and what 
about the workers where do they go 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

to move the ports means job loses leave as is 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

no 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 

we to keep involving our community in all 
developments to keep our area alive. Too 
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growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

many areas are now closing and no longer 
a community. 

 

Tell us why 

Far fetched some may find it doable some won't. Its a hard thing to sell if people don't 
have work. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I oppose the proposal to lease the operation of the port for 35 years for the following 
reasons: 

  

Disregards Expert Advice: The proposal ignores expert advice on the port's 
unsustainable location, as evidenced by the conclusions of the last three port studies. 

Hidden costs: Locking the port into its current location until at least 2060 will impose 
billions of dollars of road and rail costs on future generations as freight flows 
increasingly strain our already congested transport network. 
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Long-term Impact: Prolonging the status quo until at least 2060 will prevent Auckland 
from realising the significant social, economic, and environmental potential we could 
achieve by transforming the industrial port zone into a thriving urban environment, as 
we've done with Viaduct Harbour and Wynyard Quarter. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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must stick to essential core work only, fund less festivals and have private funding for 
the festivals-use more PPP for 'wants' and council funds the 'need' part 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too many raised pedestrian crosssings especially when traffic lights are also at 
crossing.  Use traffic lights only for pedestrian crossing 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

roads, infrastructure,rubbish collection weekly 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle lanes!!!! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

make better use of what we already have 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Other 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

reduce traffic humps on the road, remove them if possible, keep rubbish collection to 
weekly
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Revitalise CBD 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less management consulting so you can spend that money on actual work 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
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network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 
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Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Clean up after car crashes (glass left on roads, going into storm water), pick up litter 
like in 2019 without the need for people to report it.  Focus on core delivery topics and 
cut the fat / wastage on pet projects and other feel good intiatives. People can do 
those things using charity or their own funds. Public money is for public core services 
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first. Funds have been moved from core functions to keep feel good initiatives alive. 
Cut them and do the main things we pay rates for first like regular refuse removal to 
prevent pests, painting lines, maintaining infrastructure and use the remaining money 
for the feel good/ nice to have stuff 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less public money used on events and initiatives that are not related to core functions 
of infrastructure maintenence. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support better train services and letting citizens drive to a parking lot (with cheap 
parking) at the stations and then using the trains.   

Reducing temporary traffic management requirements is very important. It costs far too 
much and only causes headaches. Workers can place their own cones, stay away 
from the cars and remove them at the end of the day if they are not repairing that piece 
of road that the cone is protecting.  

Please stop raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways. Instead have more police to 
change driver sentiment generally. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Spend more on more reliable bus services. But I don't mean everywhere. Focus on 
certain areas first to create a viable / profitable network, and good reputation. 
Introduce a London-like congestion fee to make entering the city centre by private car 
less attractive, with concessions for those visiting hospitals, or concessions for work 
vehicles. 

You cannot treat the outer suburbs the same way as the inner city, and I think this is 
why many policies are having funding blowouts. The policies don't match the 
demographics. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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External consultants. After their business drops, you can hire them cheaper and 
insource important functions. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Cut white elephants and focus on core functions first. After your revenue is up, then 
have other initiatives. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Establish the fund, but don't move key assets into it. No private fund / trust should be 
able to make decisions about (what are currently) public assets without accountability 
and oversight created by laws over decades. Moving assets to another vehicle first 
simply removes the protections and oversights that the current laws provide for. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Anyone who will give you $2.1 Billion up front knows that there is $6+ billion to be 
made over the term. Why can't the city / people benefit from the $6+ billion over the 
longer term?  
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Why do politicians keep pushing to give productive public assets that are generating 
good income to private investors so they can make a lot of money, while bailing out 
private projects that are loss making? Why? Do you care about the future of the people 
or short term conveniences?  

The results of this short term / poor decision making has already been shown in the 
UK. 

 

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: 

Why not do both and split the funds. Invest part to make other profitable public assets 
AND supplement council services 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

More trucks on the road? No. We already have problems with public infrastructure. 
This is extremely short sighted.  

Unless you move the ports altogether, they need to remain a functional and viable 
entity with sufficient capacity.  

Why are so many propo 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't trust what politicians will decide to be "public benefit". The existing situation 
works just fine. Why not focus on actual problems first? 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Support 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Keep weekly refuse collection. Who cares how it is financed. We don't want to live 
among trash and pests. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 

Too many core functions of the council are 
neglected. You need to do the basics well 
first before you can do other initiatives that 
simply entertain. For example, the youth in 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

climate initiatives. They have so many other 
opportunities at schools, so let them focus 
on it. People will care about the climate 
without spending council funds on it. 
Instead spend the money on Hydrogen 
buses or something that will actually make 
a practical difference. 

 

Tell us why 

I think focussing on core functions is most important. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

We need local jobs and businesses. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Overall, it is better to have higher rates and a clean and functioning city instead of 
convenience today to create larger future budgeting and social issues. Please stop 
selling our future and just focus on the core things we need from a city first.  

Private citizens will run events, initiatives etc to achieve their interests, and these 
should not be funded by the council or run by the council. Your job is to make 
infrastructure that works well so that the rest of life can happen. Social Engineering is 
not your role and should not be financed by rate payers.  
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It's like fuel taxes being used on school playgounds instead of repairing the roads.  
Both are important in their own way, but one is more fundemental and creates the 
wealth that enables the other.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Traffic abatement; buy some no emission trucks and vehicles 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

less paper -  do the rates online. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Payment methods??? The raised pedestrian crossings are a financial waste- stop 
them.  There is nothing to do which will improve the public transport - bring back the 
tax and user pays. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop the raised crossings and waste there.... 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

This is an effective way to raise money 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

costs will just increase to bring the same goods to market so leave it. here 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

lets maintain what we have and slow any 
cost increases 

 

Tell us why 

Not happy with the proposal of waste collection to bi weekly 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable): Quest Highbrook, Highbrook Apartments Limited 

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Road user charging on peaks 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

735



#7062 
 

Less central bureucracey, ********** covering and over governance, 

Get rid of Ports of Auckland and Auckland Airport shares, council has no 
mandate/purpose to hold shares in publicly listed companies. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to do the big projects Botany tpo Airport rail link etc 

Rasied pedestrian crsossings are razy, as is Zero road toll target, insanity. 

We don't have a zero target for cancer or diabetes, far greater killers! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Infrastructure: Public transport and arterial routes for commuters 

dedicated Bus corridors like the northern and eastern busways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Bus lanes (they don't even use them) 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Under utilised 

Also redevelop eden park, and create a new superstadium in downtown/waterfront 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Drop the AIAL holding and get rid of POA shares, and lease/reclaim the land 

 

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: 

Or...use the money for infrastructure development 

 

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: 

Dont operate POA, Sell it get rid of it, it is not your job 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

sell off all shareholdings POA and AIAL, 

Sell or lease the port land 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Take the lot and build an award winning crowd gathering stadium 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

do it now! not wait 15 years 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

Support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Howick,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 
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Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 
resilience networks in our area, so our 
community and organisations will know who 
does what, where to get information and 
how to help, including in emergencies. 

 

Support and advocate for further protection 
of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
contamination and sedimentation through 
methods such as re-naturalisation, or 
daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 
the future uses of our undeveloped 
reserves, and older established ones, 
including investigation of cost-effective 
options for other informal recreation and 
play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 
in our area, such as events, festivals, and 
other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Howick Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Howick in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Review and refresh the Howick Heritage 
Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Review and refresh the Howick Tourism 
Plan. 

Very Important 

Encourage community groups to adopt a 
reserve, park, or waterway etc, and provide 
for restoration and maintenance activities 
with council support. 

Very Important 

Rescope the Industrial Pollution Prevention 
Programme (which educates and informs 
industry about the impacts they may have 
on local waterways) to broaden its outreach 
and include all businesses. 

 

Fairly Important 

Develop a community-led climate action 
plan. 

 

Not Important 

Explore the development of a Howick Ward 
‘business collective’, or other group, to 
provide support for small business owners 
outside of the established Business 
Improvement Districts. This work may lead 
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to establishing a new business association 
and possible new Business Improvement 
District (BID) programme. 

 

Tell us why 

all good 

 
7c. What do you think of the Howick proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
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network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

mostly good 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Business BIDS delivery value 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Auckland Transport act a a gestapo unit. They are unaccountable and out of control. 
The Waka Kotathi initiative for Zero roada toll is utter **********. We don't have a zero 
target for: Family violence, Poverty, Diabetes or Cancer. WTF would we have one on 
road safety. GThe building of elevated Zebra crossing and mandatory/accross the 
board speed reductions is counter productive. New Zealand business, logistics and 
main arterial routes need to be sped up NOT SLOWED DOWN. Sack the lot and start 
again
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It seems gross 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Everything. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It isn't working. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

It is a waste of money 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

It is how I think. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

It seems like it will make money. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No feedback. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

It works fine. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

748



#7113 
 
Tell us why: 

It works well. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

I don't have any other feedback. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support any priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 

It is based on my experience. 

752



#7113 
 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

It is okay. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

It seems well done. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Overall Safety, controlling the gang members on the street. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop food scraps collections. It is a total waste of rates. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

AT has wasted all the funding over these years. None of the proposed projects have 
been accomplished. While public transport fees increase every year, the traffic is 
getting worse and worse. Their only focus at the moment is fining. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Spend more on public safety control. Contribute to more public vehicles. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

AT staff salary. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It will not benefit the whole city. The budget is tight to spent unevenly. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It will have a positive impact. 

 

755



#7114 
 
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: 

Put POAL in better hands. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Needs a change. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

The potential value of the area does not match the cost. It is better to leave it as it is. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

The potential value of the area does not match the cost. It is better to leave it as it is. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No comment. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Centralise the council's authority over the local board. We do not need over-loaded 
bureaucracy.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

we need to improve our public transportation system to encourage more use of it and a 
reduction in cars. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

time changes and the needs of a community change - plus the size of the community 
changes.  Major meeting areas like stadiums need to reflect that 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

it's a good way to add to the Auckland Future Fund. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

maybe a bit of both - fund council services and invest in the AFF 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
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network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

I like them 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Nothing! You are in cloud cuckoo land if you increase the rates more 5.5%. WHat are 
the elderly going to live on??? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less community events.... Reduce the money spent on Council Salaries and 
Governance, 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because it makes sense. No more vanity roads and highways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Phasing all the traffic lights 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less consultants and less overseas engineers. They just ********** things up! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

I would hate to see this community asset disappear. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Makes financial sense. 
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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: 

Makes financial sense. But assurances should be given to the staff that they can 
transfer to the new port authority. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

To have funds for future development of the city. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support any priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

They are pathetic and demonstrate racial bias. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

bike lanes, shared paths, 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

no 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

efficient public transport is good but lack of bike lanes is lame. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Bike lanes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

roading infrastructure. make mainfreight or fonterra or any trucking/transport company 
pay for it 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

This stadium is a stain on Auckland. Tuatara went bust here, Knights went bust here. 
No one goes to the rugby games there - tear it down and put some affordable housing 
in. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

good idea 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

think of the future. POA has had its time 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

best to have a rainy day fund 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

smart move 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

smart 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

I don't know 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Maintenance of grass areas and random spaces no one really cares about like burms, 
each property should just maintain this. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need better transportation, it's 2024 and Auckland is SO far behind, if you want 
people to get to things and do more things and be active in these spaces, then how 
are people getting there?  

No more roads. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport if it's actually good. Safer cycle lanes. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roads 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Just get rid of it 

Who uses it? Sports and that's it? Surely there's a better way to use that space. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

change their names as well, Captain cook was a colonizer. Why even have his name 
there? 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 
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Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Honestly what do they do, I've had very little to do with them but the little interactions 
I've had with them, they were unpleasant, rude and did not give a ********** about the 
community. Their administrator Laura Hulbert was especially unpleasant. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

recreational facilties incudling libraries  which are opt-in should be user-pays since 
many ratepayers do not use these. Only " the commons" should be covered by rates 
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as all residents need / use them in some way eg roads, waste collection, water 
services,  building regulations, council bylaws ,... 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

the existing AT_HOP card payment method is easy to use especially with online topup 
. Cannot see why this needs to be changed when finances are tight. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

- 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

keep existing HOP card system 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

nothing wrong with actual stadium but transport access is a big issue. Public transport 
from south / central Auckland to north needs to be considered as part of any ticketing 
costs. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

so long as the find is about retaining assets and getting a good return from them - 
someone other than Council needs to preserve the assets for future generations and 
ensure a good ROA from the assets. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Retain ownership and lease operation  but  with an agreement for annual payments 
and half the annual lease payment should go to council so there is  not loss of annual 
income 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

split profits and dividends between present and future Aucklanders  ie between  
funding council services and the AFF 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

798



#7311 
 

port is critical as imports  for all of NZ . Improve rail/road transport with overnight 
services to the Wiri " inland port" for distribution or collection from /to the rest of NI. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Council has too many other big projects to fund and deal with so leave the port area as 
is for now 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Do not support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Council should take the same approach  to finance as households must take: total 
increase in rates shoudl not exceed annual inflation rate and  shoudl take acocunt of 
the average wage. Also priority should be to cover the costs of the commons services  
ie fund the must have  for the city / citizens to  cover the basic commons , and  then 
allocate the  remainder of the ratepayer funding to cover essentials. Rates income 
should not have to increase by more than the rate of increase of wages. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 
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Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 

Fairly Important 
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schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

pull back on anything but the essentials that benefit all ratepayers / residents. More 
user-pays activities needed and the individuals participating in those should seek to 
raise funds from other than ratepayers ( who are also taxpayers, often on fixed in 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Too many local boards in Auckland with duplication of local activities
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Would like to continue cycleways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

lack of real numbers if what public benefit would return, so hard to determine which 
option is better 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

lack of real numbers if what public benefit would return, so hard to determine which 
option is better 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Fairly Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

please fix jubilee bridge in panmure basin 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

812



#7379 
 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The utter wastage by AT over the past decade must stop, and transport funds be used 
carefully and for true improvements to services for ratepayers. Raised crossings, 
speed bumps every 40 metres and ridiculously slow speed limits do NOT deliver any 
benefits whatsoever. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport - more of it and steps to make it more efficient / faster. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

So called traffic calming measures, and the over-the-top traffic management 
requirements that cause traffic delays throughout the city. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

This venue is ideal to be repurposed as Auckland's new home of cricket for Test 
cricket, and for Auckland Cricket. The accessibility via motorway is excellent, parking is 
ok and can be improved, and the Albany Bus Station is within walking distance. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

This makes sense in the long term 
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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: 

A professional and experienced port company would most likely increase the port's 
efficiency and profitability faster than keeping it in house. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

This makes sense to help fund council; services in an increasingly expensive world. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The downtown waterfront should be a public area and the jewel in the crwon for the 
city, instead of ugly wharves and a port. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

The downtown waterfront should be a public area and the jewel in the crwon for the 
city, instead of ugly wharves and a port. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

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? 

 

820



#7388 
 
Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

The port is making money and given it back to the council and the people of Auckland 
& securing the rest of NZ. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

824



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Reliable Public transport 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Reduce any unecessar spending and increase public transport reliability 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

public transport & cycleways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Volume of cones and staff used for small road projects and raised pedestrian crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Not Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More support for people one benefits and/or renting in auckland 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

More spending is needed 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Yes, more spending on trains, bike paths and discounts for people buying e-bikes or e-
scooters 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Don’t sell land 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don’t sell shares, just increase rates instead 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

It can be used better, but please change the name to be more inclusive. Colonial 
names are a thing of the past and should stay there 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

These are good ventures so I’m not going 
to say anything against it, but these points 
are very vague “encourage” and “support” 
tells me nothing how will you support 
communities? Financially? Anti-racist 
actions? This proposal lacks vision 

 

Tell us why 

Again, a serious lack of vision here. There are no concrete goals that I can point to, 
just hopes and dreams that you will no doubt disappoint my community of 
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I always have my say on these proposals but time and time again, you leave these 
proposals as vague as you possibly can without. Actual plans that you can follow up 
on. I gave my say on the TERP which allegedly was going to improve PUblic Transport 
in Auckland, only to be sorely disappointed with transport only getting worse since the 
voting for it happened
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Public transport and neighbourhood redesign to accommodate safer commute, also 
more green space to reduce flooding risks. 

I support Auckland Council to continue exploring a surface light rail option from the city 
centre to Mt Roskill first, then later expand into Onehunga, Mangere and eventually 
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airport.  Frequent Bus Routes along main roads should be protected and continue to 
work towards the goal of having dedicated bus lanes by end of this decade. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

We have to trade off with economic development activities, which are better off 
organised/initiated by the businesses, and Council as support. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not fully support this plan as it does not include investment and commitment to a 
surface light rail rapid transit network. Any work on a busway in the North-Western 
corridor should be future proofed for surface light rail and there should be commitment 
to surface light rail along the City Centre to Mangere corridor, starting with a City 
Centre to Mt Roskill line. We need to tackle the congestion issue before it becomes too 
late or the new infrastructure are too difficult and costly to retrofit. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

want to see  Auckland Council spending more to develop a surface light rail network, 
with a City Centre to Mt Roskill line constructed as a priority. There has been 
significant design work done by Auckland Transport and Waka Kotahi on surface light 
rail pre-2019.  Adopting these plans will allow any work to be fast tracked with only 
minor updates and improvements needed. 

Congestion is a major issue in our city that costs Aucklanders time and money. 
Recently visited Manila, traffic is very bad due to absence or lack of public transport.  
We cannot fix our congestion issue by building more roads and just switching to EV 
fleets.  We need to invest more in PT, and start thinking surface light rail for corridors 
where bus capacity is expected to be full in the next few decades. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Building additional roads 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

The precinct has a lot of carpark areas, which seems to be prime for development 
potentials.  The stadium should be kept within Council's ownership as there is a need 
for the stadium in the Northern part of Auckland. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Personally I prefer Auckland Council to retain Airport Shares for its importance and 
revenue to Council, however it was evident during COVID (an exceptional 
circumstance), it drags down Council's revenue stream ultimately leading to services 
cut and rate hikes. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 
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Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 
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Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

Make the area more pedestrian friendly and have low traffic neighbourhood. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Improving cycling, walking and public transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Waiheke ferries should not be free for Gold Card holders. They should be slighly 
subsidised. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Fairly Important 

854



#7441 
 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I oppose privatization and am support of public ownership of the port for the future of 
all Aucklanders. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

 

859



#7444 
 
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? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 
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As a worker of port of Auckland I want the port to stay in local ownership and no 
privatized. 

 

4d. Do you have 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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

867



#7539 
 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Economic regulation - let the free market flourish. 
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Social regulation - promote libertarianism. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I like the idea but the short term pain could be too much for Auckland. Too expensive 
and also the efficiency of these projects is far too deficient. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Not if it takes taxpayer money. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Anything that is not vital and takes taxpayer money. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to modernise our infrastructure. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It is what should be done. 
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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: 

Private enterprise. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

We need to modernise Auckland. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No. Just get it done quickly and on budget. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Private enterprise. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

879



#7563 
 
 

Tell us why: 

See above. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Give more to Watercare - our underground pipe infrastructure needs to be properly 
corrosion protected 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Do not increase our rates. 

Remove the small food scrap bins 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Work on the roads - no public transport.  Buses cancel all the time and 1/2 the time the 
trains aren't running. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Watercare 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Rates 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Give more to Watercare 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support any priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

Focus on what we need - not what you think we need 
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Cycleways.  Walkways.  Charging stations (EV).  Community recycling/upcycling 
centres. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

NOTE:  one comment regarding my support for the proposal:  While delivering "lower 
cost" cycleways is fine, please don't stop them completely. We need more cycleways, 
not less.  Also, please ensure that any bus routes cancelled or reduced don't 
significantly affect less affluent areas. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways and walkways.  Public transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

891



#7625 
 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
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participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

I don't know 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - I don't know. 
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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? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Proceed with the proposal/ Don't proceed 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

I don't know 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Franklin local Board Paths Targeted Rate - I don't know. 

 

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 Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Our house owner is very poor to pay the increasing rate to support the funding, these 
funding should be drawn from all aucklanders, including temporary or  period visitors, 
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or residents other than house owners on ground that they enjoy the facilities  which 
Auckland Council supplied with. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It is always Traffic jam in the peak time. Private vehicles are majoritily used on the 
road. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Our network is not fully established in Great Auckland. Please get the experience from 
Mega Cities, Tokyo how to distribute traffic jam. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

network optimisation, reducing temporary traffic management requirements and 
introducing dynamic lanes-- no use human other than electrical controls. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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These are all Aucklander's assess, I do not want our assess missing at the end with 
legal way. 

 

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: 

efficiency to control our ownership with business management to distribute the third 
skilful-managment party. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

We need the Future Fund to update the urgency or development of Auckland City 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Onehunga Mall is turning old-date, some shops are closing down.We need more 
business shops in the towns to run normal ways with attraction the Onehunga 
Residents. 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

anything that isn't core business 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
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network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support any priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Stop wasting money on fluffy nonsense and 
spend it on roads and transport instead. 

 

Tell us why 

terrible 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 

922



#7693 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I support balanced funding for local boards, and cutting CCO budgets
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More speed bumps on crossing pedestrians. People speed and aren't paying attention 
while near a crossing pedestrian where there's been so many near misses. Or either 
put up hidden cameras to catch them. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less bike lanes due to the cyclists don't even use them. Stop doing bus lanes cause 
it's not even helping anyone. It's causing roadblocks for months, waste of time and 
money. Just making roads smaller is ridiculous. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Waste of money for public transportation and yet tax car users. Public transport don't 
make much money. Public transport isn't always better for everyone. Elderly people 
can't always access certain areas due to the lack of bus stops. Elderly people can't 
stand for ages little loan cutting down the number of bus stops there is. Need more bus 
stop shelters for more populated areas. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Bus stop shelters for more populated areas or for areas that have more elderly people 
use. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Bike lanes don't get used so it's a waste. Unless it's in areas that the government 
actually see cyclists in. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It's not bad so why fix something that don't need fixing. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Keeping our city clean 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Wasting money 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Poor in execution 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

what hv you done to Queen and quay street !! 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

931



#7728 
 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
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network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 
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Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

I don't know 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 
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Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

Continuing with expanding roads and population without growing a world class public 
transport system will mean ongoing productivity challenges, high transport emissions 
and poor quality service. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport and network optimisation and demand management through 
technology systems, including congestion charging and low emissions zones. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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With Council control of the port it is probably easier to implement changes to the way 
freight is moved from the port, a lease will bind the council to criteria and expectations 
around road freightj 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
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and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 
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Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
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ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop installing speed bumps. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It is a brilliant asset with a long life. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

The Council is incapable of running anything at a realistic cost. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

I don't know 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support any priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Not Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Not Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Stop doing everything until you can get 
costs under control and do things for 
sensible realistic costs. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 
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Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Remove speed bumps all over Auckland.  They are an abomination for so many 
reasons.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Stop felling  native trees and bush , Eg Ruining our potato growing land in Pukekohe 
for cheap ugly housing, which was not necessary. Now we have no good soil to grow 
market gardens and food in, in that area. Wow! who planned that? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Alot of so  called consultants and council staff get paid way too much at the Council! 
They get their family members jobs   and they too get high wages, Less of this could 
save millions for us rate payers. Think and plan more for unity instead of separatism 
which creates racial conflict. We are all keepers of the land and country no matter who 
got here first...Its about making a difference here and now and working with each other 
and our differences/cultures not against each other!!!!!!!!Unity 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Raised pedestrian crossings are a terrible waste of our money, Well signed and solar 
lite up is sufficient. Cycle lanes are useless and dangerous!! We are not Amsterdam 
and are way too hilly for a cycle city and very its dangerous. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Green spaces, parks, bird life, proper composting green waste in the city and selling 
bagged compost back to the people for their gardens. Stop felling all the trees as this 
will cause way more flooding with no tree roots holding the ground together, Bush 
regeneration!!!!Stop cheap ugly housing send people to other parts of the country too, 
to balance things out. Why over crowd Auckland into a ghetto ugly manner!!!!!! 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Signage, We are a muti cultural society with many many cultures here in NZ now, so 
English is the common language globally, that the majority learns and understands. So 
why waste money otherwise. Leave cultural stuff out of it and to the people and their 
culture to nurture...Why create a division? Cultures can still be  respected and 
celebrated in other ways in the arts and festivals etc 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 
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Tell us why: 

Its important for the community to have this, Dont turn it into  more cheap crammed 
ugly housing 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

As long as it the money doesnt get wasted. Council staff get away with alot of wasting 
the tax payers money. This needs serious auditing and often! 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Why wreck the fabric of Auckland  keep it as it is 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Why change and over crowd everything, Auckland could run alot more efficiently if 
managed properly without having to create white elephants every where to stroke 
peoples egos...Auckland is in a mess! Better management needed and more honest 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

Do not support 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

If the Council pulled in its resources and didnt waste so much public money, it would 
be alot more abundant, instead of this constant drain of needing more and more off us 
ratepayers so  the waste continues on and on... 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 
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Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 
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Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Why do you talk about climate action 
groups etc when you The Council still use 
and spay Round up /Glysophate all around 
our city? 

 

Tell us why 

I don't trust it and that it will work efficiently for the tax payer as there is so much waste 
and mis management already 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Do not support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

As above 

 

Tell us why 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

No thanks
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Pest plant & animal control ...current pest plant control (eg: Moth Plant) is largely 
contractor delivered & hopelessly ineffective. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less 'soft' human stuff that isn't measurable nor quantifiable & more 'bricks & mortar' 
infrastructure fixes (esp, flood control; water supply etc) 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Want to see less road investment dropped to a care & maintenance level except where 
specific circumstances require improvement.  Push the Govt to make-up the shortfall 
on the RFT cancellation & cut projects they were wanting. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More roundabouts & less traffic lights... but keep AT away from the budget, do simple 
roundabouts with minimal physical build (eg: some in Onehunga are merely painted on 
& work well). 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop littering Akll with traffic lights that severely hinder traffic flow with too many lights 
in a short distance (eg: New Lynn & Glen Eden) and short phasing. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Scrap ALL plans for investment in new stadium development ...the North Harbour 
Stadium (NHS) proposal is a thin-end of a wedge to later insist Akl needs a new 
stadium, ...retain NHS & get it working again.  Long suffering ratepayers do not need to 
finance NZ Rugby or other entities bold plans that benefit them at the cost to 
ratepayers. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

I'm not convinced I trust the sanctity of the proposed Auckland Future Fund ...it'll be 
just a pot of money a future council sees that they will want to get their hands on for 
quick return.  What legal protection would this fund have from plundering by future 
councils? 

Whilst I agree in principle with the concept, there are 2 things that I disagree with (1) 
The fund would be completely open to manipulation & change by future councils esp. 
those that will definitely come along & push to sell assets for short-term gain with no 
grasp of the longer term potential benefit derived from those assets. (2) This is likely a 
thinly veiled attempt by the present council to put the AIAL shares into a fund where 
sell-off is inevitable, if not planned, and allows the Council to redirect criticism of their 
sale to another party. 

 

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: 

This does make sense, lease out the Port operations but retain the land. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 
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Mainly because as outlined above I'm not convinced I trust the sanctity of the proposed 
Auckland Future Fund and what protection would this fund have from plundering by 
future councils. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

A smaller scale 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

The port is an asset to the city, and opening up that land at a point that would split the 
port into 2 distinct operational areas is actually not only of low value in public amenity, 
but it creates operational headaches for the port ...especially given so 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As above, this area is important operational port land and should be retained 
...increase the use of rail to deliver freight to & from that & the container terminal. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Start making Developers pay more towards infrastructure related to their 
developments ...they currently come in, develop & make good profits then walk away 
leaving Council (us ratepayers) to fund everything else. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 

 

967



#7883 
 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

968



#7883 
 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

These are all very high-level concepts that 
are hard to measure or quantify value for 
money and this is where Council needs to 
tread carefully to ensure it brings tangible & 
measurable benefit for the community 
proper rather than only benefiting vested 
interests. 

 

Tell us why 

Does KiwiiRail (KR) know you intend to remove the designation of the Southdown to 
Avondale rail corridor?  Seems like a disconnect with this & what KR are saying!!! 

Also how about council / board stop being so tight & restore Onehunga's annual 
Christmas 
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

The local businesses seem to want it, so why not! 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Proposed funding model for boards seems fair enough. 

As for CCO accountability ..yes please, that can't come soon enough!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

cycleways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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Don't sell off this crucial infrastructure. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Stop selling off Aucklond. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

975



#7906 
 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Very Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

Make the area affordable. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Stop selling off Auckland.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't support the proposal to remove or reduce lower performing bus services. I think 
instead we need to implement greater behaviour change programmes to encourage 
and incentivise use of these. By removing them altogether you're removing access to 
people who do use them and have no other way of travelling around Auckland. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I support the pay more, get more proposals for Transport, to: 

- speed-up the programme to reduce carbon emissions from our ferries 

- the fourth stage of the electric trains depot and improvements project 

- further removal of rail crossings to reduce road congestion 

- additional downtown and midtown bus improvements 

- additional cycling and walking connections 

- more investment in residential speed management and road safety programmes 

- Lincoln and New North Road corridor upgrades 

- Airport to Botany Rapid Transit project stages 3 and 4. 

- Enabling Auckland Transport to increase current levels of public transport services 
(by providing e.g. greater bus priority across Auckland) 

- bus services in more remote areas 

- the full roll-out of low-emission buses to meet climate emissions targets 

- higher levels of support for ongoing KiwiRail track maintenance costs. 

plus 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 
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Tell us why: 

In general I think that improving Auckland's traffic problems is the greatest priority for 
Auckland. Do not consider redeveloping the stadium precinct to be a priority and would 
rather more money be spent on solving Auckland's transport issues which affect 
everyone. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think the Auckland Future Fund is the best way to safeguard Auckland's financial 
future for the reasons outlined above, in particular because it will spread the risk of 
council’s investments over a range of different assets in different locations. 

 

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: 

This is the most pragmatic option of the two. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

So that it can generate the greatest dividends that can then be used at times of need. 

981



#7931 
 
 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

If they were used for the creation of new waterfront residential or commercial 
developments I would support this proposal as commercial developments will bring 
economic benefits and it can potentially bring more inner city housing. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As transferring it to council to be used for something else would significantly reduce 
the scale of port operations in Auckland with more shipments needing to be 
transported into Auckland by truck or rail I do not support this. Auckland is a port city 
so it makes sense to keep most of our shipments into Auckland coming into our 
Harbour. As it would also lower the value of the proposed port lease by an estimated 
$300 million or reduce the future profits and dividends the council earns from the port it 
doesn't make sense to transfer it. We'd get the most benefit from keeping it as it is. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Other 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Rates-funded refuse collection is a terrible idea. Pay as you through is supported in 
the behaviour change research as a superior method to reduce waste to landfill. A 
targeted rate, does not directly incentivize residents to reduce waste in the same way, 
as the fee is not dependent on the amount of waste produced (e.g. 
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2022/01/pay-as-you-throw-waste-expert-pollution-
trash/). All of Auckland should adopt a pay-as-you-throw system as it's the most 
effective way to reduce waste going to landfill. This is widely researched and well 
known in the waste sector. 

I strongly support proposal to broaden the description of bus services provided by 
CATTR. Anything that makes it easier for AT to do it's job to improve our public 
transport network to make journeys safer and easier for Aucklanders is a no-brainer. 
Having to consult each year on minor changes to the bus programme is extra and 
unnecessary barriers to change. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

They seem okay but quite vague. It's hard to know what concrete actions these might 
look like. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium needs to be used a lot more than it is currently and should be be used for 
a variety of events, not just sports. It is a good stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Already a lot of AIAL shares have been sold, and it was supposed to be a one of. 

 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 

Very Important 
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independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Fairly Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-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 Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Make toll roads for faster links to outer parts of the Auckland city 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Do less speed humps 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More advanced traffic lights for traffic flows across intersections 

We seem to spend a lot of time waiting during the middle of the day at lights that have 
no traffic coming the other way 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised pedestrian crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Once its gone its gone 

Communities & council need to use it more for concerts etc,   

 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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Queen street is really bad / ugly /un-safe to work and live in, so it would be good for 
council to start something new like the viaduct basin area, so queen street can be 
redeveloped to a better and safer place 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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