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#  

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Do less (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 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? 

Yes, litter removal, street cleaning 

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

Get rid of contractors and use the skilled staff you already have 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland is wasting money on speed bumps that serve no real-world purpose other 
than causing traffic issues and incurring huge installation costs and increased long 
term maintenance costs 

 

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

Enforcing the use of bike helmets and cycle lanes for cyclists 

 

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

Speed bumps and cycle lanes that not all cyclists use 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Sports facilities are essential to building a sense of community and increasing 
awareness of fitness if managed correctly 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future 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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This is a short sighted and will result in lost assets for future generations 

 

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: 

Outsourcing to a third party never reduces long term costs 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

it is a regular source of 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? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Transferring them reduces the effectiveness of the port 

 

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: 

Transferring them reduces the effectiveness of the port 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

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 
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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? 

You have a lot of experienced staff, use them and stop using over priced contractors to 
provide advice, Possibly use contractors to review feedback from staff. 

Focus on the real issues and stop wasting money on vanity projects that only service a 
very limited number of rate payers 

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly 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 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Very 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. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 
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Help build a sense of pride in our communities 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Do less (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 As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Just fix the roads. 

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

Less funding of PC activities to tick boxes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I can't see any investment in improving the roading network we have. I agree with 
network optimisation and stopping raised crossings and cycleways. 

 

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

Yes, simple improvement to the roads we have to make them safer. 

 

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

Cycleways 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It clearly doesn't work as it is so something needs to change. 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think its a good solution and a positive example of strong future thinking. 
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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: 

Its a good solution that frees up cash to deliver on long term strategic plans. 

 

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 don't have the road or rail networks available to bring that volume of goods in to 
Auckland. If we did, my answer would be to proceed with the proposal. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

10



#4780 
 

It depends what the 'something else' would be. Councils view of what public benefit is, 
is not necessarily correct. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

I don't see how any of these benefit me personally 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Do less (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  

 

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 borrowing money, & big projects until debts payed off. 
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interest is killing ratepayers. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

wasted money on speed bumps. 

demolished housing for bus lanes, instead of better bus timetables. 

workers at bus lane projects, standing round, doing nothing except talk. 

 

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

not till council learns to live & work within income like ratepayers have to!! 

 

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

council staff salaries, out of control. 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

throwing money away, if it cannot support itself. 

 

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

another way of wasting money. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

lease the operation & use to pay off debt. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

pay off debt, & cut back on interest payments, leaving more income free for 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: 

 

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. 

Support 

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

I don't know 

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

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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: 

we need to get cars of the road and having a more efficient and reliable transportation 
system (bus and train) will help do this. 

We need to keep cycle lanes but an education piece is required to teach cyclists to use 
them. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

It is the communities which build a great city and they should be involved and have 
responsibility so I think a shared and collaborative approach is called for. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

I understand the improtance of having a fund but selling key assets is not the way to 
raise the funds. 
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You could sell one or 2 of the council owned golf courses which rate payers contribute  
to at hundreds of dollars per year 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

The port is a strategic part of Auckland city, dividends are paid yearly and help with 
council spend.  Creating a port that is efficient and well managed will mean more 
income each year for 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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

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

Fairly 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 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Do less (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? 

Hold all staff accountable for not delivering basic core services 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Stop undertaking projects that have no overwhelming public support or are basic core 
services 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Whilst you say you will improve transportation for the majority of the people of 
Auckland including businesses; you continue to fail in every area, and the public pays 
not only in increased charges but also has a high level of frustration at services you do 
provide until you hold hold all staff accountable and spend monies more wisely - how 
can you seek to can our support. 

 

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

making bus lanes available for 2 person cars, enforcing clearways before the time they 
operate  as well 

 

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

Cycle lanes, level crossings, reduced speed limits, no parking areas, 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue 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: 

Leave the Port as is, and let it deliver to the businesses of Auckland and the public, 
and be part of the AKL community, a third party operator has no obligation to focus on 
the Auckland Community needs. 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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: 

Council has already shown it has no ability's to build, inspiring facilities that provides 
public amenities, and greater Auckland which is the biggest consumer market of NZ 
needs a functioning, efficient port not constrained by woke, financially illiterate 
person's, who live in fairy land. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

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

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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Average and not focused on core services 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Do less (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? 

update playgrounds add a bike track for the eastern suburbs (the bays) our rates are 
already through the roof, yet we get the least!! 

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 the amount of highly paid councilors who do nothing, its the office costs that 
are the problem!! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

your public transport is an embarrassment 

 

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

the suburbs who pay the most rates! 

 

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

the suburbs who don't pay their rates, why do they get all these amazing public 
facilities, yet they trash them and don't care for them!!! 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Caring for the environment- putting in more rubbish and recycle bins. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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No more non core council activities- in particular festivals and movie showings - focus 
on the must haves. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The multitude of horrendously expensive raised pedestrian crossings and over the top 
cycle ways (e.g Taniwha St Glen Innes ) have cost ratepayers far too much.  We need 
decent public transport to be the main focus. 

 

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

Public transport 

 

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

Raised Pedestrian crossings and cycle ways that never get used 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep costs down and greater shared use 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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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: 

It is a valuable resource - keep hold but have more discussion around moving port and 
opening up public space. 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Makes sense 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Keep as open space for public use 

 

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). 

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

Focus should be on things that really matter - not nice to haves 
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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: Ōrākei 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

A high level of theme of 'transport' is difficult. For example I want you to invest more in 
public transport / bikes / pedestrians. And less on cars. But I can't indicate this here. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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A high level of theme of 'transport' is difficult. For example I want you to invest more in 
public transport / bikes / pedestrians. And less on cars. But I can't indicate this here. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Spend more on public transport. Spend less on car-themed solutions. I don't agree 
with reducing money for bike / pedestrian options - you are too car centric in your 
approach. One of the problems is we keep building rolls royce solutions to bike / 
pedestrian problems, which makes them unpopular. 

 

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

Spend more on public transport. Spend more on bike / pedestrian solutions. 

 

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

Spend less on car-themed solutions 

 

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: 
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Don't sell our assets. Its a revenue stream for Aucklanders. Find alternative solutions. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

I don't like looking for short-term cash injections for the present, and then saddling the 
future with the consequences. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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: 

Don't sell off / lease Auckland's assets. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Strongly support this - its ridiculous having such prime real estate being used as a 
giant carpark for the port. Let Aucklanders / tourists enjoy this space. 
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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: 

Strongly support this - its ridiculous having such prime real estate being used as a 
giant carpark for the port. Let Aucklanders / tourists enjoy this space. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

We need to invest for the future. But is there a way for those with large assets in 
Auckland to pay more? For example large corporates could contribute more money. 

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

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

I don't know 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

I don't know 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Cycleways and footpaths. More options to get to places without using cars/buses. 

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: 

Don't stop previously-planned initiatives for cycleways. 

 

 

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

Cycleways and footpaths. 

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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. 

I don't know 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

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

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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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 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

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

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

Support 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

Making roads safer for 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? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Make more room for cycling. The more people on bikes the better. And separating 
bikes from the stressed out crazy Auckland drivers is a good thing 

 

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

Safer cycling 

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

 

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? 

Do not support 

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As 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 paths and 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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Roads 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Safe cycling is critical to the city's future 

 

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: 

never even been there 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

the airport is a central asset to the city 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

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

Keep the port land 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Could really enhance the city 

 

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. 

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 
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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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

I don't know 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

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

 

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. 

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

fortnightly rubbish collection instead of weekly. streamline other services like this 
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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: 

keep rates rises reasonable 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

avoid ridiculous costly rates rises 
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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 

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. 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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

first home buyers with huge mortgages can't afford the hefty rates increases that have 
been suggested.. probably makes more sense to cut back on waste and things that 
aren't providing tangible value/impacts
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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? 

85



#4986 
 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Do not support 

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

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

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Very 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. 

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Do less (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? 

No 

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

Stop Wasting money on Cycle ways, Bus Lanes and 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: 

Buses and Trains are unreliable, cost more to use than using a car and take much 
longer to go places. My 19 year old student daughter got caught in the dark in 
Auckland Central many times because buses are unreliable and don't turn up. 

 

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

Maintaining and improving drainage in central Auckland. 

 

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

Reducing road width or eliminating roads to create bus stops as per Apirana Ave in 
Glenn Innes 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium is not a necessity during a Cost of Living crisis and not worth me paying 
an extra 18% ($1500) more in rates over the next 3 years 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 
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I don't believe in Climate change. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

Gives a revenue or income to Auckland Council using its existing assets. Which 
doesn't cost the Taxpayer 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 are important during a Cost of Living crisis. A new Harbour crossing 
with Tolls has to be a high priority before ethe existing Harbour Bridge wears out or 
becomes unsafe. 

 

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: 

I don't want to see Council funds being spent on parks or 'nice to haves'. 
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Let's spend the funds on the basics like Infrastructure and a new Harbour crossing! 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

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? 

I do not support a rate increase more than 2% per year especially in a cost of Living 
Crisis. I want to see Auckland Council partially funding a new Harbour crossing before 
it funds the Arts or Nice Parks etc. 

 

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

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki,Ōrākei 

 

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

 

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

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 
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Spending funds on the Community is a nice to have and whilst that sounds lovely, its 
not as important as upgrading our Roads, Drainage, water and infrastructure.. 

 
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? 

Do not support 

 

Tell us why 
 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 

Fairly Important 
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parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

Accelerate the low emission bus and ferry roll out to reduce emissions  

Introduce a superblock style grid in central Auckland to reduce traffic and to improve 
the urban environment for people.  
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I would also be prepared to pay more to fund parking & speeding enforcement  

I would be prepared to pay more to protect low performing bus services which provide 
essential links to communities.  

Subsidising the weekly cap for PT HOP cards to less than $50 per week 

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

Reduce regular rubbish collections to fortnightly (as per recycling collection) 

Spend less on subsidising parking 

Spend less on subsidising Super Gold Cards for 65+ in the afternoon peak 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not support cutting bus services even if they are poor performing. I also think the 
council should be accelerating the roll out of electric buses and ferries.  

I do however support most of the proposal - including the $50 weekly cap (I think this 
should be $30). I strongly support charging for Park & Rides and using the money to 
invest in better cycling, walking and PT services. 

 

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

I would spend more on electrification of PT 

I would spend much more on bus priority and be prepared to reduce road space for 
general traffic 

I would build more cycleways to connect what we already have much better 

 

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

I would spend less on subsidising PT for over 65s 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

more waterside space for people 

 

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: 

more waterside space for people 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

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

I don't know 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

I don't know 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

103



#5000 
 

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

Fairly Important 

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

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

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

Better walking and cycling links. Reducing traffic flows and stopping up certain streets 
to create better environments for kids and vulnerable users. Widen the cycleway on 
Tamaki Drive 

 

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

I support most priorities 

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

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

Not Important 

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

 

Not Important 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

Not Important 
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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. 

 

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

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

Create more spaces for people and introduce way more measures to restrict traffic into 
and through the city centre. Better cycleways within the city centre. Consolidated bus 
facilities on Wellesley St, Customs St, Symonds and Albert St only. Remove buses 
from streets such as Fort, Commerce St which are not suitable. 

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

More public transport, more funding for libraries, more cycling facilities. 

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

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't stop pedestrian and cycling initiatives. 

 

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

Pedestrian, cycling facilities, enforcing poor parking. 

 

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

Roading 

 

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 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

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

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

I don't know 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

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

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

It's very important to make walking and cycling safer in our community to encourage 
short trips to be made without needing a car. 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

Keep emptying rubbish bins weekly. 

Keep improving parks and transport options 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Didn’t read it.  

More heavy passenger trains and lines 

 

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

More heavy passenger train lines 

 

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: 

Raise money to pay down debt 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

We need to secure the financial future of the city. The way the city was ruined during 
covid should be avoided in future circumstances 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

Concentrate on developing Kings Wharf. That hasn’t been developed yet. Leave the 
other wharfs for now 

 

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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We don’t need it yet 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

 
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? 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Do less (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? 

How did we get to this situation where rates need to be raised by 8%? There needs to 
be an enquiry. Coulncil staff cuts might help. 

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 building vanity projects. 

 

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: 

119



#5022 
 
 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Other 

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

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). 

Do not support 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I do not support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Make libraries, museums and art galleries user pays. Fewer bike lanes. no more road 
bumps except near schools. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because Council is trying to do too much too soon. Council has already wasted too 
much on careless expenditure in the city. 

 

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

No 

 

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

Fewer cycle lanes, speed bumps. 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Its good enough as is. 

 

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

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

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

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. 

Support 

 

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

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

129



#  

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Urban cycleways to promote mode-shift and decarbonisation of ferries and trains. 

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

nil, but as always, more efficiency would be appreciated 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I believe transport should be the one of, if not the biggest priority for the council. Not 
car-centric projects but more public transit funding / projects should be undertaken 
rather than cut down. 

 

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

More on public transit infrastructure including cycleways. 

 

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

Less on new roads and congestion charges. 

I believe the suburbia speed reduction roll out has already addressed the main areas 
of concern and subsequent speeding is unlikely to obtain much more gain. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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. Do not support 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

I don't know 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

Overall fair but think more focus should placed on wastewater projects as well as 
completion of previously consulted cycleways (esp section 4 of Glen Innes to Tamaki 
Drive Shared Path as well as the Gowing Dr connection). 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

As always, closer monitoring and scrutiny of infrastructure projects would be 
appreciated. Do not wish for repeat of the 3 x surfacing of the waterfront cycleway as 
well as the prolonged traffic interruptions associated with the projects.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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. 

Support 

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? 

Franklin 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

140



#  

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Fix Aucklands Footpaths 

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

Stop Spraying! 
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STOP building raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways 

Stop allowing in fill housing with disgusting buildings that cannot cope with the existing 
infrastructure 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland is sick to death of the cycleways and raised pedestrian crossing that just cost 
us and the whole country time! 

 

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

Removing raised pedestrian crossings 

 

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

Consultants! 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Albany is already filled with housing..... why not a park? 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

142



#5145 
 

Simple we need the money - as long as it is spent wisely. 

 

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: 

143



#5145 
 
 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Other 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

Thanks for giving us the opportunity to actually say something.  This is refreshing. 

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Lets get back to basics 

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

Acceptable 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Yes, develop a world class test cricket ground at The Auckland Domain, my recent 
posting on LinkedIn and Facebook (which attracted significant support) as follows: 

Test cricket, and more, at the Auckland Domain 
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There is alot of talk at the moment about the future of Auckland's sports stadiums 
including building a rectangular-shaped (winter sports) stadium somewhere in the CBD 
and developing a test cricket venue in Auckland which won't be rectangular - oval or 
circle shape instead and with sufficiently long boundaries (75 metres plus). 

While Victoria Park has been mentioned it is simply not big enough while its 
magnificent trees shouldn't be cut down, nor heavily pruned, to make way for a cricket 
ground. Playing test cricket at Colin Maiden Park (CMP) in Glen Innes is not ideal, 
being close to the CBD is far more appealing and more easily accessible when 
considering the wider Auckland region and its population.  

The answer to me is an oval-shaped ground at the Auckland Domain, straight out from 
the existing (historic) grandstand where there is approx 170 x 220m in space running 
approx. east to west without cutting much into the existing slope (hill) and its mature 
trees. Build a new grandstand at the eastern or western end, grass banks, lights, 
capacity of up to 20,000.  

Play all Black Caps and White Ferns fixtures that get allocated to Auckland there, not 
CMP. Move Auckland Cricket Association (ACA) to CMP and build a world class HP 
cricket centre and facilities there including grass outdoor nets, indoor nets, 
gymnasium, admin offices, sizeable uni-sex changing rooms, umpires and scorers' 
facilties etc. Play more national tournaments across the 3 ovals that currently exist. 
Play most ACA fixtures (Aces, Hearts, youth and provincial A games) at CMP although 
some at The Domain when possible utilising the larger ground capacity eg. national 
T20 and 50-over finals.  

Synergise with other sports that are also based at CMP (eg. netball, tennis, rugby, 
swimming) so that we stop duplicating our efforts in administering various sports, an 
effective shared services model should be developed across common functions such 
as finance, ICT, procurement, supply chain and general admin. 

Developing The Domain into an international cricket venue, red ball and white ball, 
would provide Auckland City with a major asset. More fixtures held in Auckland means 
more money spent in the local economy. Greater chance of hosting and co-hosting 
World Cups. The last test match played in Auckland was in 2016 so its been 8 years 
now with no test cricket, not good enough. Yes private funds will be required to 
develop the ground, perhaps Auckland Council could lease it to a private consortium, 
similar to Forsyth Barr Stadium in Dunedin. 

That leaves Eden Park. ACA needs to move out as there isn't enough room out the 
back on the no. 2 field for a world class HP cricket centre and facilities. Balls are still 
being hit onto Sandringham Rd, despite the large net in place above the fence, I am 
amazed a motorist or pedestrian hasn't been badly hit after all these years (over a 
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century). Too much risk, too small, ACA can do better. Besides the Eden Park Trust 
Board wants the land for other purposes. 

With NZC reluctant to allocate tests to Eden Park, would it remain its preferred 
Auckland venue for white ball cricket (T20's and ODI's)? If so where would that leave 
The Domain which needs all the fixtures it can get. Aren't the Black Caps and White 
Ferns better off playing on full-sized fields and not Eden Park with its very short 55 
metre straight boundaries? While The Domain would have 75 metre boundaries for 
test matches the boundary rope would get brought in closer to the pitch with both white 
ball formats, as done with most grounds globally. 

We will all have a beautiful cricket ground in a setting not dissimilar to Hagely Oval in 
Christchurch, only 1.6km walk from the middle of Queen St (Auckland Town Hall), 
close to 2 train stations (Newmarket and Parnell), close to 2 large tertiary institutions 
and 3 large secondary schools (boosting spectator numbers when not studying), and a 
facility that all Aucklanders should be proud of that could be shared with a suitable 
winter sports code. 

So I say to Auckland Council and NZ Cricket go with the Domain, pending discussions 
with Ngati Whatua, and to ACA move out to Colin Maiden Park. Sell the no. 2 ground 
at Eden Park, utilise these funds for the relocations, gain private funding in helping to 
develop and maintain The Domain (to ICC standards which are high), return test 
cricket to Auckland! 

Win/win all round but let's get moving... 

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

Yes, less $ wasting on poorly designed and unnecessary road crossings, less $ spent 
on futile projects such as the Auckland Harbour Bridge pedestrial and cycle crossing, 
less money wasted on unnecesary consultants. 

 

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? 
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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? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

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

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

I don't know 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

All good and I have full confidence on the OLB 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

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

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

Do not support 

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

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

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I do not support any priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
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. 

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

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

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

Support 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

167



#  

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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  

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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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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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly 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 

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

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

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

The council do such a bad job of manning the money they receive I would rather pay 
less and “receive less” although I fail to see how services could get worse. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Ridiculous road “upgrades” that disadvantage drivers. It’s clear the council hates cars 
but provides no alternative such as decent public transport and makes it worse for 
drivers with too many cycle ways, raised speed bumps and reduced speed limits. 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Yes to stopping unnecessary road “upgrades” and better public transport but I don’t 
support the public funding this as you never manage our money properly. 

 

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

Decent public transport. 

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 
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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: 

Stop focussing on things we don’t care about! 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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: 

Once again who in Auckland is asking for you to focus on these things. The admin and 
money wasted is irresponsible 

 

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

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

 

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

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I do not support any priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Do less (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 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? 

big events and public art 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

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? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

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

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

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

 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 
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Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

I would be willing to pay more for the update of Sports facilities and the expansion of 
sport 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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Less building of awful roads like in Glen Innes that don’t need to be redone and way 
less cycle ways. Also change the regulation on car parks so the cars don’t full up the 
streets. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Just make sure that there are no more bike lanes that disrupt everyone using the 
roads. 

 

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

Not really. Maybe if they had a proper plan for trains that would run efficiently. 

 

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

Bike lanes, electric buses, electric ferries, expensive things. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

As long as things don’t go over-budget and it is redeveloped effectively by real people 
that understand the needs of the community then I am all 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)? 

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

The airport is a good asset to have and could continue to be one just let it pick up after 
Covid. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Change the waterfront into a stadium and let Tauranga have the ports. 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

What could they be used for other than part of the port and is this more effective than 
keeping it the same? 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Stadium that brings in tourists and can be used to better off the city. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Other 

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

Support 

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

Other 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I do not support most priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Chosen good ideas to act upon. But there is needed more help in the community to 
increase saftey and educational needs. 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

More interest into sport and its development, especially girls development. 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Very 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. 

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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? 

Would pay more for more cycling and pedestrian options 

 

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? 

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 

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. 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? 

Ōrākei,Waitematā 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

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

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Very Important 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

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

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

I support all priorities 

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

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

I don't know 

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

I don't know 
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Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

I don't know 

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

 

Very Important 

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

 

Fairly Important 

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

 

Fairly Important 

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

Very Important 

 

Tell us why 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

Do less (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? 

More basics - the stuff Councils were set up for. Since then the place has experienced 
scope creep into areas you aren;t specialists in.  

Reducing headcount  - the Council is the lazy career option. Having worked there (and 
now working in private industry) I've seen how easy it is to work there. The fight they 
put up to stop headcount reduction was treasonous to ratepayers. 
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I also want you to be more like most businesses in NZ - efficient, smart, clever, small, 
nimble. At the moment its a bloated mess. 

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

Less climate stuff, less unnecessary social stuff, less painful cycleway stuff.  Get rid of 
the new electric cars and get cars that keep their value.  

Fire the tea ladies and excess catering to Council staff. Eliminate Friday arvo drinks. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Do all you want, but the wet dream that we're all going to be cycling to work is pure 
fantasy. Auckland is not London (with its subway system). You need to get real. 
Eventually, people will see that Auckland is not that nice and do the smart thing and go 
to better places in New Zealand. 

 

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

Redundancies for Council staff. Fire more people at Auckland Transport. Reduce the 
huge PR and advertising departments. I want a Council that is fit, tight, and efficient. 

 

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

Expensive advertising campaigns. 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland is crowded enough as it is. We need more open spaces. Redeveloping the 
area will just be another bland infill housing mess. Also, there'd have to be another 
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stadium built - ********** that. IT'd be another huge cost blowout that ratepayers will 
have to pay for. 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it all. The people want it. But the hardcore Champagne Socialist Councillors don't 
(especially the married Councillor who is having the sordid affair with the person in 
ACC Finance LOL - sooooo busted LOL). 

 

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: 

Unlike the airport, the wharf has lots more capability to take in more ships - which 
means more profit. Auckland Airport can't take any more flights. The Ports is a cash 
cow. Keep 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: 

Auckland Council has proved itself to be poor managers of Funds. No one of any 
quality works there - the salary is rubbish and it's too political. 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

None. Stop squirming. Keep it. 

 

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 have better options to gat cash in. This is just a bullsh*t hit job based upon a 
Mayor's pet project. FFS - we had Goff with his pet projects, we don;t need any more. 
Actually, speaking of pet projects, I wonder how Len Borwne's old 'pet project' is g 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

It's a.cash cow. Auckland needs cash cows. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not 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). 

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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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Work harder, become more efficient, reduce head count and act like a business 
instead of the fat, lazy and inefficient organisation that the Council has become. 

 

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

Ōrākei 

 

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

I do not support most priorities 

 

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. 

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not 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. 

Not Important 

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

Fairly Important 

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

Not Important 

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

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Work harder. I work very hard for my money, but I don;t see the COuncil working hard. 
Be efficient. Work leaner. Like all of us do. Stop using ME as a bottomless purse. I've 
had enough. 

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

Spend minimal. Keep my rates down. Work harder, and stop treating me and my hard-
earned cash with disrespect. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Work harder. Do the basics. Stop treating me like a bottomless purse. I've had enough. 
The old days are over. 

I demand a balanced budget -  like the old days LOL. 

Auckland COuncil has repeatedly proved itself to be incapable of keeping to a budget 
and has grown fat and lazy on endless debt and low interest rates. But those days are 
over. I've had enough. WORK HARDER!!!!!

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: Ōrākei 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

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

More walking infrastructure  and mini parks added those already there. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Shut down roads to private vehicle traffic. First in Central city then all arterial roads 
then near city suburbs. Replace with public transport of various kinds, bike and 
walking. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Need public transport and active modes also need more raised pedestrian  crossings 
ans separated bike ways except in areas where private vehicle have been banned. 

 

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

Ferry services to all waterfront suburbs. 

 

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

Parking. Remove parking lots and ban parking on all streets. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Need a multipurpose facility 

 

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

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

Don't  trust the plan. 

 

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: 

Keeps control in the hands of Auckland taxpayers. 

 

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: 

Buy back Airport shares. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Makes Auckland a better  city. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Makes Auckland  abetter city. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

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

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 
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Lack of facilities in general. 

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

On target. 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

I don’t know 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

Bus fairs are too expensive 

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? 

Bus fairs too expensive 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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

I don't know 

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

I don't know 

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

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

I don't know 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

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

 

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

Albert-Eden,Manurewa 

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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

I don’t know 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

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

I don’t really know 

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

I don’t know  
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sounds good 

 

 

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

The assurance of public transport 

 

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

Car parks 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Nobody needs this stadium, completely useless and it’s a way of money to maintain it. 
Spend the money on more important matters. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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Don’t steal shares from the airport. Demolish the stadium and use that money. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

Waste of space and money. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Change the name 

 

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Sweet 

Especially the one about the meadowbank centre 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no, I don’t see a need to decrease anything or increase anything. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

no, I don’t see a need to decrease anything or increase anything. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Some of the proposals are reasonable; such as the offering mobile phone charging 
system, I only like this one out of the proposals because I could probably see that it is 
the most realistic and there is a better guarantee of that happening without necessarily 
affecting anything else. What I mean by this is that the other proposals such as the 
“$50” rule seems quite vague to me, and can prove to be complicated when 
implemented 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

no 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

no 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Since it’s already been invested in, so at least use it more. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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I do not have an opinion on this matter 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I do not have an opinion on this issue 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Invest in something new that is more reliable and shows more potential for future 
growth 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

no 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not have an opinion on this matter 

 

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: 

It is important to actually make something of importance and use for the public 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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? 

no thank you 

 

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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

I don't know 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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. 

Other 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 

243



#5363 
 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

244



#5363 
 
 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 
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Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

I think all of the ones above covered all the aspects I was considering. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Not sure 

247



#5374 
 
 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I believe that a lot of the proposals are already in place overseas, and I believe that 
New Zealand could ensue these proposals in favour of the public. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

The expansion of busways for people to be able to 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Not sure 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

I believe that this would be better for society as a whole, as 33 million is a lot of money 
that's only going towards maintenance. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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 

I don't know 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Road infrastructure, specifically regarding road care 

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: 

I like the public transport aspect, thinks there needs to be more in more transport 
options and a promotion of public transport to reduce traffic 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Creation of new public transport lines, and more services along major existing lines 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways - the use of most does not reflect the cost of building them 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Greater net benefit outcome for locals 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell some shares, but a small amount. AC shareholding being sold as needed is not a 
sustainable idea long term (you don’t have infinite shares) and should be more of a 
last resort 
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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: 

Financial benefits are great 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

More tangible immediate benefits 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Don’t have an opinion on this one :( 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

Again still no opinion 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Other 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I like them 
 

257



#5376 
 
8. Do you have any other comments? 

Instead of doing regular budget consultation forms, perhaps streamline the process by 
having local youth groups give their input and represent youth in their wards - less cost 
+ beauracracy for Auckland Council and the same result
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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: 

Making faster transport is the major priority for most piblic transport users 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

More efficient use of resources 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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 

Do not support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I still believe that pedestrian safety and opportunities should still be prioritised. 
However, more buses would be good. 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

Because the stadium hosts big events like the sir Graeme Douglas meet which attracts 
international visitors. And the indoor stadium is used for big national games. There are 
still public things like the gym. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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: 

It could be cool to have more public spaces like the cloud. 

 

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: 

Increases social interactions and economic activity in the area. Also could be a great 
tourist attraction 

 

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 

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. 

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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

I don't know 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Very Important 
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environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Propose a educational program that promotes the students welfare 

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: 

Transportation is the most basic need for the population to function properly in terms of 
people who doesn't drive or can't drive at all 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Management on the Bus 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Other 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

nuke st kents 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

i think we should keep the pedestrian crossings 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

because the stadium is very underused right now 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

more moolah for auckland 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the 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: 

make more money 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

because it would bt=Etter the city of auckland 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

nah 

 

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 of auckland is really big for the new Zealand economy. I believe keeping it the 
same is better for the economy 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

same reason as above 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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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? 

nah 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

idk 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I support 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

no
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

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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There are many areas that the council is spending money on which is great but the 
major downside is the city is becoming too expensive for many of the middle income 
families who we rely on for our economic growth. Its time to get back to basics provide 
the essential services but remember every extra cent the council takes in rates will be 
passed on in higher inflation and housing costs leading to less people wanting to call 
Auckland home. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

All cities must have functional transport systems to get people around the city. Its 
amazing though that we spending 13.4bn and transport is still a shambles and can't 
pay its way. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

It would appear that raised pedestrian crossings are a complete waste of money and 
its hard to understand as a rate payer that this arrogant waste of rate payers money 
was allowed to happen as it shows a level of disrespect for rate payers and their hard 
earned money. It makes you wonder what black hole are we pouring the 13.4bn down.  
Cycleways seem to benefit a small minority of rate payers, where is the cost benefit 
analysis? don't keep playing the climate change card to justify such wasteful spending 
. 

 

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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There must be reasonable options for this stadium so that it isn't such a burden on rate 
payers? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Let me say firstly I am not a fan of Auckland council owning these types of assets at 
all, it is an illusion to think it will have long term benefits for the city when we are 
carrying so much 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: 

See previous answer. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Same as above 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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The reason we have faced and are facing such massive rate increases is because of 
to much borrowing by council. All borrowings should be for funding future infrastructure 
to spread the cost or paid for by using targeted rates. It is not fair to expect rate payers 
to be pick up the tab for wasteful spending. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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, 

Fairly Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Looks fair 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No more expensive "Calming devices on roads!! 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

They seem a reasonable compromise 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better quality asphalt for city roads rather than tar & loose stones would also last 
better. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Not in my area. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems a good compromise 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

Walking and cycling infrastructure. 

Flood resilience. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Road upgrades. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Spend less, more efficiently. Don’t stop projects that are improving safety like raised 
crossings and cycle lanes. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycle lanes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

More roads 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It’s under-utilised so needs to be changed. Free up some capital. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

299



#5469 
 

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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Build the link between Gowing Drive and Te ara ti uta ki tai
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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 neurodiverse and disabled funding. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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less road building for rich white poeple to gert tp their baches in their petrol using, suv 
audis 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I like the cycleways, there was recently one made so now I can bus or walk home from 
the busstop instead of getting picked up. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

raised pedestrian crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,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? 

302



#5476 
 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Albert-Eden,Ōrākei 

 

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Celebrating different people and cultures, 
bringing people together with fun and 
engaging activities, and reducing barriers 
for those who might struggle to connect 
with council or others in the community. 

Very Important 

Continuing our environmental work through 
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting 
volunteer pest control and planting groups 
and helping community climate action 
through our Climate Activator. 

Very Important 

Planning for how our parks and open space 
can respond to growth, making the most of 

Fairly Important 
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what we have, balancing different uses and 
connecting green spaces together. 

Supporting our community groups with 
funding, information, learning new skills and 
building their capability and networks. 

Fairly Important 

Settling in at the new, medium-term location 
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to 
investigate what the long-term library 
solution might be and how we will fund it. 

Fairly Important 

Working with the community on activations 
in the Mt Albert Civic Square. 

Very Important 

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to 
minimise waste and improve environmental 
and climate outcomes. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 
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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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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 would benefit more from the investment into public transport rather than development 
of cycle ways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Train Infrastructure 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised Pedestrian Crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

I think the stadium is placed on valuable land that could be use to increase the 
residents 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: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

It’s a small piece of land that could not be used very efficiently outside of its current 
use 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Diversifying sounds sensible, however it will need to be planned very carefully and it is 
hard to know if council can be trusted to carry this out in the best way.  

I also think this plan needs to be publicised more with more detail for the public to 
consider. and more options for feedback. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the 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: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly 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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
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? 

Overall it is concerning that the arts, community facilities and  events seem to be under 
threat from the current council. Hoping that these plans will recognise their importance 
in making Auckland a vibrant liveable city.

319



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Pedestrian and cycle infrastructure should be continued. Having lived in cities 
overseas I see benefit investing in them. 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

331



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems a moderate yet sensible approach 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Eliminating speed bumps 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Slowing traffic 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

More community access 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Diversify 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the 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: 

More cash to provide services 

 

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: 

More services for great auckland 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Maximise our gorgeous harbour for public 

 

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: 

Provide that beauty for community use 
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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. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Urgent to eliminate noxious plants in roadsides and bush as they are spreading and 
polluting 

1:Privit 

2: climbing wild passionfruit type weed 
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3: wild ginger 

 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Plan seems sensible  

I’ve already seen increase in fixing potholes thankyou 

Very concerned about noxious plants taking hold in our natural and public areas
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less cycle ways and less raised crossings. Less cycle lanes. 
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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? 

Raised crossings, bus stops hat stop teaffic. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Do not support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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? 

More public transport as in more busses and trains. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Close down panuku houses regeneration programs. They are a total waste of money 
and harm our existing local businesses. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because it’s the right thing to do. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised crossings . And bike lanes on roads. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Because we can’t afford to do anything else right now 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Because this money should be going directly towards paying off our huge debt. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

The port has no been a big profit maker. Relying on them to do so is not a great idea. 
Retaining the land is and moving a large chunk of port services to northland is key. 
That also helps hugely with city/port traffic.  

 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Because it again needs to service our 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? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Because it is the gateway to our city and the centre of or waterfront . 

 

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: 

Again. Waterfront access and public use. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

349



#5527 
 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

Ellerslie council facilities include a war memorial hall that requires ongoing 
maintenance. The building is good but council needs to maintain it . The second 
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smaller hall behind the shops is much used and has perminant groups using it as well. 
Both halls 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 
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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? 

Road cones, speed humps, unnecessary signs, bilingual signs and announcements 

 

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? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

The Council should only support events where NZ residents re involved.It should not 
use community services to help overseas business people particularly concerts make 
money and export it overseas. 
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It should focus on events that generate money from overseas. events like pop stars etc 
should NOT be supported.Events like Women's world cup football, crickets tests  etc 
that make monet for nZ should be supported. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less cultural events. This includes Christmas, Chinese New Year , Dawarli , etc etc. 
The communities can do what they  want.  councils just waste money often just to get 
a particular way to get support for elections. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There needs to be a better plan that comes into force before it is too small to be useful 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No We should reduce spending 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes   the fake cultural matters , money that goes overseas , public relations, surveys, 
overseas trips , invitations to overseas political visitors , 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

You can not build this for again for near the cost. 

There  is 30% plus of Auckland in that region. 

It should be used for inter provincial sport and concerts. There is no need to go over 
the bridge for all matters. 
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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: 

The funds will be placed in the hands of " so called professionals " who will invest as 
they see fit and once  the mistakes are made the funds will disappear.  Having 
Auckland assets they create value for Aucklanders. 

The stupidity is simply that we can not manage assets. 

That is **********. Sell 60% and take the capital and put serous  Boards and managers 
in place. 

Allow opportunities to gain more capital for the assets on an economic basis . 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

The sale to an international business will simply end up in endless legal fights and 
massive costs.The port operator has too much power.They hold the people of NZ to 
ransom . We should not sell a critical assets like this. 

The decisions we make can have massive impact on Auckland.They make decisions 
such as pricing to the benefit of their company which may hurt NZ. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

To have a listed company which has a divided target .It get profits after a 6% yield . 

Council has a minimum cash flow each year. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

There is simply not enough comment on efficiency and productivity . 

The leadership of the council is poor and members are simply looking at glamour 
projects. 

The concept of service to the community has simply gone and egos and self interest is 
in its place.. 

 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

The transfer will only mean that the council spends a lot of money on a small part on 
Aucklands sea shore. 

It will increase focus on a very small part of Aukland and reduce use and focus for 
other area s The focus on a small concentration will be expensiv 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

There is huge opportunities to build facilities in other parts of Auckland .The focus on 
Downtown in naïve ,expensive  and illogical .we have a large city spread the 
development around.Stop the focus on a small area. 
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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. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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? 

People are happy when sensible spending occurs.They hate wasteful spending. 
Cones, Raised Pedestrian crossings, ********** PR etc etc can be diverted. We need 
cost reductions. There is no proposal to reduce stupid expenditure.AC will not have 
support and credibility until they are better investors not wasteful spenders. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

The focus is on superficial matters not the health of our city. 

Get the senior managers to front up on news channels and to answer questions like is 
it right to have a larger person doing 30k's down hill in the middle of our city.Is it right to 
allow a city that does no make it economic for tradesmen to park and to service offices 
, plumbing , painting , kitchens toilets etc.  

Stop the dreams and make spending sensible not dreams.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Automation of admin jobs. The people who work in the council make things harder. 

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 managers. Your workers are nice but their level of service is obviously 
compromised by the incompetence of your managers. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It works for me. Maybe do more roadworks at night like they do in Australia. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Speed cameras for people who drive through red lights. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it. Lived in Auckland for 18 years and I’ve never been there. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We should not create the Auckland Future investment fund. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Because once you lease the port you will never get it back. Our major inbound port for 
NZ will be in the hands of foreign operation and they will have us by the short and 
curries. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Future Fund isn’t guaranteed returns. At least if it goes into services they go to 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: 

They are old ruins so why would the port want to keep them. But if Auckland’s really 
want more access to the waterfront then go for it. 

 

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. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Actually do and deliver what you say you will do and do it quicker. I have liver here for 
18 years and many of the things that were proposed when I first arrived have not been 
delivered and the city has gone backwards in many respects. 

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 waste, why spend money on a new website when the council is not able to meet 
other costs, why have so many expensive council buildings like the one AT occupy 
when there are less expensive options. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The cycleways that have been put in place are under utilised and many cyclists still 
travel in car lanes even when they are not very proficient cyclists. The raised 
pedestrian crossings cause more traffic delays and damage to vehicles than they save 
in terms of safety. Some drivers see the raised pedestrian platforms as a challenge to 
travel over at higher speed. Better lighting around pedestrian crossing and less 
obstruction to views would in my view have similar effects on safety. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Just get public transport working, it is an embarrassment. Having traveled widely 
Auckland has some of the worst public transport in the world and the most expensive. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised pedestrian crossings, again having traveled widely they are something I have 
not encountered in other large efficient cities. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It is too far away from the city, has a poor layout and is totally underutilised. 
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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: 

Investment and asset management is a specialised skill and one which I have not 
seen the Auckland Council do well at. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a 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 Council has not done a good job of managing the POAL. This is a massive 
asset that is poorly run and is not delivering the best results for ratepayers. 

 

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: 

see previous comment 

 

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? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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,Ōrākei 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Very Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through 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 

Very Important 
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Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

Vibrant local communities enable people to enjoy life in their locality and they are less 
likely to need to travel. The focus shouldn't just be on manu whenua and rangatahi as 
there are many groups who want to contribute to such things as water quality bu 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

They are average, not what I would call blue sky, doing something that is a real stretch. 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

Support 

 

Tell us why 

The more businesses included the better the outcome for the wider area 
 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly 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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Strong and vibrant communities working for common goals helps the wider society and 
removes the barriers and divisions 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Okay but not extraordinary 
 

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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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: 

Have more safe bike lane will overall reduce traffic and help with environment. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Add more speed cameras. Lots of cars are spewing. Issue fines. It will help with the 
safety and being council income too. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

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 

382



#5641 
 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Improve Neighborhood safety. Paid or volunteer neighborhood patrols. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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 public transport. Less cars in the city, create a superblock for the supercity 

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 investment in motorways 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I only support making public transport faster, more reliable and easier to use by 
investing in rapid transit network actions 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

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. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Increase public transport network 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The current government is road greedy.. Cycleways and public transport benefit 
everyone, even the road users! So I don't understand why they would want to cut or 
stop these initiatives if they are even remotely serious about improving Auckland traffic 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways, bus lanes, light freaking rail 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

The airport is a key 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 continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Why can't we run our own port better? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Some of both 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I really like he idea of a future fund for Auckland, It's the kind of thing that should have 
been established decades ago, but the next best time to start is now! 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

More public space in the cbd sounds lovely 

 

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: 

More trucks in the city is a bad idea. Rail I could get behind though.. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

Waterways need a lot of attention at the moment 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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Not sure 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

making town centers safer for walking and cycling. more recreational cycling facilities. 
i.e trails, and pump tracks where people can increase their skills in a safe environment. 
more protected cycleways and better connections between existing ones. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

subsidising developers. allowing development without good walking and cycling. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

needs more investment in cycling infrastructure and maintenance, these projects have 
some of the best const-benefit ratios. The UN recommends 20% of the transport 
budget should be going to these.  

whenever road renewal is done it should also be enhanced for cycling and walking.  

council should be advocating for a lane of the harbour bridge for walking and cycling. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

cycleways, so people can make journeys by bike safely. safer speed limits. 30k/hr 
should be the default for residential areas. low traffic neighbourhoods to make riding 
safer. kids should be able to ride to school safely. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

dont waste money on a bike ferry that is inconvenient and will not be well used. we 
need a 24/7 solution that doesn't waste time and cost money to use. spend less on 
road widening and instead reallocate the space to cycling or public transport networks. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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? 

Less cycle ways  

Less 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: 

Fixing roads without slowing traffic down 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Building more roads 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less on speed humps 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It is fine as it is 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The return on investment is rubbish take the money and pay off debt 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Sell the port and reduce debt 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

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 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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. 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 

Fairly Important 
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at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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, council should focus on providing basic services only. Everything else can be user 
pays. 

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 discretionary spending, overseas trips etc. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Investing in public transport and network optimization makes sense. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Optimizing public transport routing to be faster than equivalent trip via private 
transport. This is the key to unlocking use of public transport, ie more direct routes for 
busses vs cars etc. Also please find more ways to accommodate all transport modes. 
Currently there are no ways to access the North Shore with a moped/scooter limited to 
50kph without an extremely long detour via Riverhead. It is a cost effective form of 
transport for many and should have an access way eg. via the cycleway on SH18. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes, speed bumps etc. Also please reduce T3 lanes. T2 lanes makes sense 
from household use - going to work, dropping off children etc. T3 has too few use 
cases, and often leaves empty lanes during peak congestion. Stop removing carparks 
until public transport becomes more viable. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

There are more pressing investments for Auckland such as infrastructure regeneration. 
Regenerating recreational  use land such as the North Harbour Stadium does not 
represent a good priority or value. 

 

417



#5721 
 
4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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 should establish funds to help finance its future investments. Long 
term investments can generate returns to offset against future rates increases, creating 
a sustainable funding vessel for the council. 

 

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: 

Ports of Auckland is key infrastructure for the inward freight of imports into this island 
nation. Key to effective infrastructure is consistency. Maintaining ownership of the port 
reduces volatility in this space which can have wide going ramifications for cost of 
living in an import dependent nation. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

If the profits are already used to offset council expenses then this should be 
maintained. If these profits and dividends are moved to the future fund, what will cover 
the current operating shortfall? Rates increases are not the way. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

Keep the port where it is, operating in its current manner. Until Auckland Council is in a 
better funded position, both cashflow and balance sheet they should not mess with 
existing critical infrastructure. Too much risk. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

As noted above in the port operations section, keep the port the same. It is critical 
infrastructure and council is not in a good finance condition to mess with a current 
cash cow on the books. Any alternative use for this land is likely to reduce revenue 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As noted above in the port operations section, keep the port the same. It is critical 
infrastructure and council is not in a good finance condition to mess with a current 
cash cow on the books. Any alternative use for this land is likely to reduce revenue to 
council whilst requiring a large capital investment. The council is not in a position to 
take these risks currently. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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 

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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 
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Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very 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. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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, 

Fairly Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

We are so unconnected from nature it is crazy. We need to get people outside enjoying 
nature. I would love more cycle ways as it isn't safe to cycle to work. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less golf courses. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to make it safer to walk and cycle. It is not safe. Drivers are not looking out 
for bikes. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycle ways. How are we going to reduce our emissions if we are not giving people the 
option to Cycle. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Golf courses 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

441



#5761 
 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

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. 

Fairly 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 

Fairly Important 

444



#5761 
 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
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? 

445



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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 wasting our taxpayer's money to build those non-sense road facilities such as 
raised pedestrian crosses and pay extra to remove some of the completed raised 
pedestrian crosses. 
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This is also applied to Watercare. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

(1) We need better public transportation but it would be different from the current 
proposal from AT. 

(2) Aucklander has been paying this regional fuel tax since 1/July/2018. And that 
money could have been used better. AT needs to reconsider their behaviour before 
they ask Aucklaner to pay more. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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 

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

transportation construction 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Consulting 

 

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)? 

 

Tell us 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). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

For building resilience, we need to prioritise micro mobility allowing people to get 
around safely without having to use private motor vehicles. 

I would pay more on my rates to pay for better cycling infrastructure. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

I would like the council to limit sprawl unless it is within 15 minutes walk of a train 
station or transport hub. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

More roads is not the solution to traffic problems. Look at Paris, London, Barcelona, 
Madrid, Utrecht, Vienna, Seville and countless other cities that are closing streets to 
private cars. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Safe cycling routes to schools. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don’t live near or visit the stadium and so not qualified to say what would be best. The 
worst option would be building more shops and parking spaces. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and 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: 

In ten years time, nobody but millionaires will be able to afford to fly here. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

We seem to write incredibly poor contracts with these types of things. Locking us into 
35 years of being unable to do anything, and possibly leaving us with a completely run-
down lemon at the end. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

I don’t trust future councils not to spend the lot. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to move Auckland away from being a commercial port. 
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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 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Central government should take a far bigger role in funding Auckland infrastructure. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 
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The most important thing is to implement safe cycling routes to schools. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Overall okay 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

It is crazy for ratepayers to foot the bill for so much that should be the responsibility of 
central government. 

Rates increases have the largest impact on people with fixed incomes such as 
pensioners. There should be funding options including accumulating increases as a 
debt to be repaid on sale or inheritance of the property.  

How about financing by issuing council bonds or levies on takeaway business for 
rubbish collection.

463



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I pay enough rates  

Not waste money on useless projects 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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They don't do much for what I pay rates for 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

What transport its so expensive 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I pay enough r 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Road cones and contractors who charge excessive fees 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It is hardly used 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland airport keep doing upgrades and why should I pay for that 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

What port it is so small 

 

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 reduce rates 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Funds should be used to reduce rates 

 

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: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Other 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Other 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

 
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? 

Auckland council wasn't so much money on project that don't work and have to redo  

What do I get for the rates i pay 🤔
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Make a deal with ports of Auckland to clear waterfront of cars and other clutter. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Speed bumps and raised crossings which cause danger.  Cull Auckland Transport 
staffing.   Also stop the proliferation of road cones.  I’m 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The current measures are making our roads more dangerous so please stop the so 
called traffic calming. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop all spending on raised crossings and speed bumps. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

A stunning regional cricket ground and therefore space for many 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)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell the airport shares and lease out the port. 
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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: 

They may be neater for a start. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Use the money to improve the waterfront don’t just use it for frivolities. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Opening for public enjoyment in a simple fashion would give the city breathing space 
for roller skating, walking but please no more ugly apartments and no cycleways keep 
the bikes on the road.  Regular food and other markets as we are losing the fish mark 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Cruise ship facility.  Food and other markets 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

Community pride and liveliness leads to safer streets and a happy place to live. 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

All good 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei,Waitākere Ranges 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

Waitākere Ranges Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitākere Ranges in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Initiatives to support community resilience 
and safety. 

Very Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to activate library spaces with 
programmes, services and events. 

Fairly Important 

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and 
Titirangi Community Houses. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in our relationship with mana 
whenua, Te Kawerau ā Maki. 

Very Important 

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Very Important 

Progress an application for Waitakere 
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark 
sky place. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitākere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

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-

484



#5864 
 

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 
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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? 

 

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 

486



#5864 
 
 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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 

Very Important 
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environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

I don't know 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

City and Local Development 

I support a surface light rail network as it provides the opportunity to regenerate urban 
centres and enables development through a higher capacity transport system. 

  

Environment and Regulation 
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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. 

Economic and Cultural Development 

I support a surface light rail network as it facilitates economic growth through an 
efficient and accessible transport system. This enables more people to reach 
businesses and commercial areas to support and grow Auckland's economy.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Outdoor fitness areas  

Cycle trails for recreation 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less park lawn mowing… change grasses planted 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Give residents in areas involved free passes 

Also more pedestrian trails to train stations etc avoiding roads 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Get airport train/shuttle up as fast as possible 

 

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: 

It’s a dinosaur but population on shore is increasing so diversified use should be able 
to be found 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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: 

Stick to core council responsibility… running ports is not one 

 

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: 

Reduce future rates 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Ak growing  

Need full capacity and avoids road transport 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Lots of non council buildings sitting around with low use… maybe look to use them ..  

it’s my experience that council owned:maintained buildings are not really so attractive 
to use 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Right direction 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

Cycle Lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Not 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. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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 maintenance of our parks, beaches, and walks - keeping them clean and tidy 
and taking away rubbish, repairing damaged tracks and access, managing vegetation, 
providing surf lifesaving, et cetera.  These are the most used recreational assets of the 
city (by the most people, most often, for the longest time, by all ages), accessible and 
free to all, and not a place to cut corners.  And of course, open green spaces are the 
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lungs of the city, and places to decompress, increasingly essential as we increase 
housing density. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Maybe a third of the population is doing very well financially on six figure incomes and 
wants icing on the cake, the middle third is getting by but finds everything expensive 
and getting more expensive all the time, and the final third is absolutely struggling to 
pay for a roof over their heads and put food on their table.  For the sake of the last two 
groups, Auckland Council should focus on its core tasks, and stop costly virtue-
signalling activities that can deliver very little but do upset a lot of people.  It should not 
be trying to solve problems which are neither of its making nor within its power to fix, 
and steer clear of grandiose schemes we cannot afford (such as a new stadium, 
artificial central city beaches, tunnelled light rail and harbour crossing, and cycle paths 
almost no-one uses). 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There is a lot of money already locked into projects (like the CRL) which need to get 
finished and start delivering the promised benefits, even though we wouldn't have 
started the projects if we knew the final cost up front.  Some could use a few design 
changes, like CRL Southern Line trains passing right by Mt Eden Station, but not 
stopping to pick up/drop off passengers (shades of the awkward Newmarket Station), 
and removing the absurd Burswood deviation from the Eastern Busway.  Council 
shouldn't start any major new projects until we have figured out to pay for, operate, and 
maintain what we already have and are already well into building. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Doing the things that will build incrementally on what we already have and are building.  
That would include extensions of the heavy rail network as proposed before the 
multiple light rail debacles, double tracking and removing level crossings and other 
impediments to increasing the heavy rail capacity.  Electrifying the whole bus fleet as 
soon as possible, with benefits to noise, air pollution, and efficient fleet management.  
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More clearways/bus ways on arterial roads, and making them joined up so merging at 
the pinch points doesn't slow buses and other traffic down as much. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop building things like cycleways that almost no-one uses (keep and extend the 
good, well-thought out, and well-used ones), like blanket “traffic calming measures” 
that treat everyone at the lowest common denominator level (30kph speed limits, 
hundreds of speed bumps on major roads, closing “rat runs” which pushes more traffic 
onto major roads).  Instead, make drivers responsible for their behaviour, require them 
to share the road with due care for cyclists and pedestrians. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

We must stop messing around with our stadiums, second guessing their roles, and 
imagining how they could be better if only we spent millions more on them.  Eden Park 
is fine as it is, just increase its utilisation by relaxing the rules around its use.  Mt Smart 
is fine, and serves the South Auckland community well, so keep it as it is.  Both have 
heavy rail to their door.  North Harbour Stadium was a mistake from the start, for its 
location and for being not small enough for local games/not big enough for major 
events.  But we have it, we should maintain it at the basic level, and live with it as it is.  
Knocking it down or upgrading it are not things to be done in these difficult financial 
times.  One day, city and population growth on the North Shore will require a major 
facility, and there’ll be rail from Britomart to Albany, and that will be the time to 
redevelop 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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Despite good intentions and legal protections, a generic Auckland Future Fund will 
inevitably become a slush fund used by future Councils to pay for things it can’t 
actually afford.  It will be much easier to sell units in a generic investment fund with 
less scrutiny than to sell substantial direct interests in AIAL and POAL operations.  The 
fund itself will not be large enough to make a real difference to Auckland, and its 
investments will not earn fast enough to allow both extra spending and growing the 
fund.  A single event, like another Anniversary weekend 2023 storm and its Category 3 
buyouts, could wipe out the whole Fund (like it did the last time we sold AIAL shares).  
Lastly, moving substantial assets and future POAL cashflows into to a standalone trust 
will reduce Council’s asset base and revenues and reduce its ability to borrow. 

 

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: 

An international port operator is going to run POAL operations for its benefit, including 
its wider port network around the world, and not for the people and businesses of 
Auckland or New Zealand.  Whatever money is raised from the sale of a 35 year lease, 
plus the financing and operating costs plus profit margin and taxes will all be borne by 
port users, and thus by the people and businesses of Auckland and New Zealand.  
The amount paid upfront will be less than the sum of annual lease payments adjusted 
for inflation over 35 years.  Council also seems to be asking the operator to vacate half 
of the port area in the first 15 years of the lease, and shift activity to other New 
Zealand ports, which is likely to reduce the amount an operator would be willing to pay.  
Similarly, the possibility of rising sea levels will make port operations more difficult and 
costly.  The operator will know much more about all of this than Council, will play 
hardball, and will come out on the right side of the deal.  We will all pay through higher 
costs and less control. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

A Council owned and operated POAL should provide an efficient and effective port to 
service the needs of Auckland and New Zealand.  POAL is also an important steward 
of our downtown waterfront, and shouldn’t be seen as a cash cow to be drained to 
support routine Council spending at greater long-term cost to our community.  It should 
operate in a prudent manner, and allocate the after-tax earnings it needs to build, 
maintain, and protect its facilities, and improve its operations.  After that, dividends 
should go into Council funds and be allocated from there to saving (AFF) or debt 
reduction or spending.  These choices are not binary, and the money is not always 
there. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Using the Fund to support self-insurance is wrong in all respects.  With fixed assets of 
about $75 billion, a major event (storm, earthquake, tsunami, volcanic eruption) would 
not only wipe out the Fund, it would wipe out the Council entirely.  The previous 
government through the Category 3 buyouts has also convinced Council effectively to 
insure every property in Auckland against the worst effects of future storms (and 
potentially other events), with catastrophic cost implications.  The savings in annual 
insurance premiums through self-insurance can in no way make up for taking on such 
major risks.  Self-insurance should be restricted to minor risks which are typically going 
to result in predictable regular claims for large organisations, with strictly limited worst-
case costs which they can manage efficiently for themselves for less than the 
premiums they would otherwise have paid. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

It makes no sense for the public or Council to make calls on the future of specific 
wharves at this time.  Instead, there should be a master plan for developing additional 
and more resilient port facilities in Auckland and elsewhere in New Zealand, to han 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Other 

 

Tell us why: 

It makes no sense for the public or Council to make calls on the future of specific 
wharves at this time.  Instead, there should be a master plan for developing additional 
and more resilient port facilities in Auckland and elsewhere in New Zealand, to handle 
the project cargo and passenger volumes the city and country require.  This will 
determine which current wharves are required for which time periods, and whether and 
when they can be removed from POAL control to other uses.  However. describing the 
port area as “land” is misleading and unhelpful.  Everything north of Fort Street is 
“reclaimed” land (sea which has been filled in over the years, and still has water-level 
problems), and everything under the wharves is sea.  With the possibility of rising sea 
levels, these areas could be compromised and some could become unusable within a 
few decades.  New facilities at the current sea level, be they housing, artificial beaches 
or a sunken waterfront stadium, may only have a limited useful life, and not result in 
the social and economic nirvana being imagined. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

Support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No other feedback. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

The seismic strengthening of Remuera Library should only be completed if it already 
well-advanced.  Seismic strengthening has become an act of faith more than science 
or engineering.  Doing it to 100% of current standard requires absurd amounts of 
money. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

The Orakei Local Board should stick to its core activities, by keeping doing many small 
projects and its advocacy work.  It should not fund large new projects (like a multi-sport 
facility at Orakei Domain), because that would benefit only a few and starve the rest of 
the Orakei Local Board area of funds. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No other comments.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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? 

Not a thing - you need to waste less!! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Immediately stop all AT's mindless cycle lane, judder bar, bus lane and kerb& channel 
so called safety improvment projects. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You just need to stop all this subsidised public transport project nonsense and just 
simply optimise everything we have already watch you waste money on to date.  Get 
rid of half the useless AT staff and learn to run projects cost effectively before you 
waste any more money on your overly expensive low returning wasteful projects. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Absolutely not. 

 

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: 

No money needs to be spent from the ratepayers purse.  If private enterprise needs 
the stadium enhanced to use it for their benefit  then they can pay. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Auckland Council can't even properly adminsiter ist existing assets.  There is no way 
they can be trusted to administer an even greater share of ratepayers funds than they 
already have at their disposal. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland Council group to keep underlying ownership of the port land and wharves but 
enter into a lease for the port operations for a period of about 35 years, and use the 
money to pay down debt - do not use it for the proposed "Auckland Future Fund".  As 
usual you all seem to think the proposed Auckland Future Fund is a fait accompli - 
think again. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Pay down debt. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Do not carry on this nonsense about a Future Fund - as with any economic 101 you 
dont create funds when you already have massive debt - best use of any money is 
always paying down existing debt.  Where on earth do your economic strategies come 
from - invest bankers hoping to profit from inept Council decisions I'm sure. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Council does need to waste money on redevelopment of these areas for public use in 
this time of critical financial pressure on ratepayers - shame on you for even 
contemplating it.  You clearly don't see the pressure you have already put your 
ratepayers un 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Council does need to waste money on redevelopment of these areas for public use in 
this time of critical financial pressure on ratepayers - shame on you for even 
contemplating it.  You clearly don't see the pressure you have already put your 
ratepayers under. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Leave these situations as is - instead of loading more cost on the community you need 
to shed staff, cease non-urgent projects, operate critical projects more cost effectively 
and generally save money. 

518



#5915 
 
 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 
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Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Not Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Shut the whole lot down - they are not critical or urgent and are simply vanity projects 
to justify the existence of the local board.  The whole Local Board concept needs to be 
done away with.  They are largely useless, offer nothing of value and simply i 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Save money.  Save Money.  Save money.  Close down all the Local Boards. 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Council needs to put cost saving above all else at present.  Shed staff.  Get rid of 
contractors who are ripping off the system.  Cut out the grossly expensive traffic 
management costs for a man digging a hole etc etc etc.  We are all sick of seeing huge 
trucks with their engines running all day, cones for miles and half a dozen people being 
paid to sit on their cellphones all day.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Public transport investment, specifically into light rail and enhancing the CBD stations. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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The mayor and senior council staff should take a pay cut, as public servants their role 
should be one in which the priority is serving their city and doing right by their 
constituents - not taking home an impressive paycheck. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cancelling pedestrianisation and bike line initiatives is short sighted. One only has to 
look as far as efforts made across urban Asia and Europe to see the benefits of a 
pedestrian and bike friendly urban space. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Pay for council members and the mayor. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not frequent the north shore, so I don’t know enough about the area or the project 
to comment on what could be a 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 
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Tell us why: 

Auckland city council is more than a business, it is a body of management and service 
on behalf of the people of Auckland and the central government. Selling assets to free 
up money isn’t a viable long term strategy, when the loss of shares could see vital 
assets such as Auckland airport fall entirely into privatised hands. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Council ownership must be maintained, but the ports relevance and place in a 21st 
century Auckland is of increasingly questionable value. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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: 
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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: 

An industrial cargo port has no real place in Auckland central going forward, it isn’t the 
19th century anymore - Auckland is more than an economic and industry centre 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). 

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 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Public transport, walkways, and bikeways need to be a priority. As well as initiatives 
and effort to involve people in local democracy. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

Public transportation reduces inequality and environmental impact, improves quality of 
life and accessibility of housing. Resolving the disconnect between kiwi rail and 
Auckland transport should be the main priority. 

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 council salaries. If rate increases of this magnitude are proposed then council 
staff have not been doing their jobs nor being responsible with tax payer money. Pay 
cuts should be part of cost saving measures. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Make better use of existing facility as largest on North Shore but keep 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: 

I don’t agree with selling assets but do agree that better management and over site  
should  benefit performance and  amount of income generated by these assets. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a 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: 

The immediate need is now until Infrastructure is improved 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I agree with the priorities 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Restoration of wetlands and streams 

Replacement of storm water and sewerage pipes before they collapse 

A wholesale attack on caulerpa seaweed to remove it, not just contain it 

540



#5996 
 

Undergrounding of power lines and planting more shade trees on berms 

Control and removal/fines for dogs let loose in parks and on beaches 

Council support for a National Cat Act, as proposed by Predator-Free NZ 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Orange cones -- there are far too many. In Sydney they do much bigger projects and 
only use three or four cones -- and there's no one standing holding a stop sign. 

Raised pedestrian crossings  (unless they can be built much more economically) 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

1. I support all of the above proposal. Some additional suggestions: make it easier for 
visitors or infrequent users of public transport to pay using credit card taps, as is done 
on Sydney's buses, trains and ferries. I've noticed visitors and tourists never have a 
hop card, and why should they? They would be happy to use their credit card, and it 
would make it much easier for bus drivers too.  The charge could be a little higher than 
the normal Hopcard fare, but not prohibitively so.  

2. Agree with stopping additional cycle ways. Cycle ways work in flat cities such as 
Amsterdam and Copenhagen, but they are a nonsense in a hilly city like Auckland. 
They do not bring more custom to local shops -- instead lean guys in lycra whizz past 
the shops with only an occasional short stop for coffee -- no food, they are all on a diet! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Outdoor escalators up Auckland's hilly main streets -- which is just about all of them! 
Escalators make more sense than big, unwieldy, infrequent buses, or traffic-clogging 
cars. Why not try out this idea in Wellesley St, upper Queen Street, Shortland Street, 
College Hill, or any of our inner-city streets.?These work in Barcelona, Hong Kong and 
MedellÍn (Colombia). Why not try them in Auckland? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Consultants. It is scandalous how much money has been spent on consultants, 
especially for projects that didn't even go ahead, like the bike bridge to Birkenhead.   

Public relations people. There are far too many of them and they are almost certainly 
paid too much.  

Orange traffic cones. Alternatively, the Council/ Auckland Future Fund could invest in 
shares in the company that makes the cones. Then at least we would get something 
back from their almost comical over-use in our city. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't live on the North Shore or use the stadium so I am not well enough informed to 
comment on the stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Providing the Fund is well managed, this is a good idea. It would hopefully give the 
Council scope to plan ahead and protect major investments. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

Under a leasing programme, the Council would retain ownership of the land, which is 
very important. The land is very valuable, so ensuring it is leased rather than sold or 
otherwise alienated is essential for Auckland's future. It also allows the port company 
to remain in place while vital decisions are made as to its future location. I would not 
like the port to be sold to an overseas company or country, or indeed a NZ company if 
it can be retained as an asset by Auckland Council. Having said that, it would have to 
be leased/run in a more businesslike way than it is at the moment.  

Just in case a waterfront stadium is still being considered, I would be strongly against 
that. We do not need a huge lump of concrete, "blind" to the beautiful harbour 
adjoining it, and unused most of the 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: 

The profits and dividends would increase the Auckland Future Fund without being 
subject to sudden fluctuations in any one year that could cause damaging shortfalls 
were they to be destined for short-term council projects. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Captain Cook and Marsden wharves are very little used by the Port company now, so 
it would make sense for them to be used for public benefit. Along with Queens 
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Wharf/The Cloud, these wharves have enormous potential but are losing money. They 
could surely 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Give Ports of Auckland a chance to pick itself up and demonstrate why it is essential to 
Auckland as a port city -- and was founded as such. As the main city of a country many 
thousands of kilometres from the rest of the world, Auckland has no alternative for 
international trade connection. And any attempt to substitute trains to and from 
Northland or Tauranga would be a disaster for already narrow and winding roads. 
Coastal shipping to take goods on to their final destination could be one option. But in 
the meantime, let's have some intelligent discussion about what would be best for 
Auckland. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

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. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

These are all excellent priorities to benefit the beautiful natural environment of the 
Orākei Board area, and encourage access and participation by all community 
members. I have great confidence in Desley Simpson and all the Orākei Board and 
Community rep 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I couldn't find these on line. A summary of them in this document would have been 
appreciated. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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 more 

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? 

Less wasteful spending, traffic calming features are a waste of space and time. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Look at overseas models for ideas, no need for a big delegation to travel around the 
world to do this either just use Google or MS Team and seek advice. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You say you will make PT better and faster, in reality you spent a bucket load of money 
and took the eastern line out of service for nearly 12months and the result is a line and 
service that is worst than before you started. And you expect the people of Auckland to 
support you?? Please explain why? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Happy to spend if it actually makes a difference. You dont need to look at many 
projects to see that you have a serious credibility issue to address. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Anything that makes no or little common sense. Engage a competent contractor or 
consortium to deliver your projects, Don't try to keep NZ companies with no track 
record in delivering major projects involved. In Australia and most overseas countries 
major projects are delivered at a fraction of the cost of current NZ projects. You need 
to ask WHY? or HOW? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

What is the best option for this venue? A concert venue? a soccer stadium? Cricket or 
some other sport? 
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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: 

Only if the funds are to be used in this way. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

IS keeping the port here the best option? 

 

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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

I don't know 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

I don't know 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

I don't know 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

553



#6017 
 
 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More cycle lanes.  Close the port. 

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: 

Do not lease the port.  Re-purpose all three wharves to the West.  Work up a plan to 
redevelop the rest and move port operations to less valuable land. 

 

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: 

Do not self insure. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
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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). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

More investment to provide regular, reliable public transport. Options to bring public 
transport pricing down 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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: 

Not well explained 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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 As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. Council should extend cutbacks. 

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 all non essential services and make public transport users pay more by 
reducing ratepayer subsidies to them 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Costs need to be slashed. Public transport needs to be far more user pays focused. 
Cut new cycleways etc / they are “nice to have” not essential 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes. Cycleways, traffic calming, and public transport 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

The only point of the asset is to subsidise operational activity. If not that, then sell the 
asset. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell them 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell them 
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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. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

Increasing the reliability of public transportation. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Funding for cultural and art events. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport is vital to keep our roads emptier however it isn’t used due to its 
unreliability 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Fixing the quality of our roads 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to sort out our public transport, water infrastructure and roads before starting 
any expensive projects 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

Ōrākei,Rodney 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Fairly Important 

Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 
Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

Fairly Important 

Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Not Important 

Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Fairly Important 

Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

Not Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

Fairly Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 

Point Wells 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Bringing the airport back into majority public ownership, to ensure that it is serving the 
community better with services, and not rorting travelers through parking and service 
charges that just get paid out as dividends to pension funds and not reinvested into the 
airport. 
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If the government ever allowed, congestion charging in inner city Auckland should be 
implemented to create revenue to improve public transport. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

There are countless studies and plans that exist now that have not been acted on in 
Auckland. Put up the rates, and just get on with putting some of these plans into action 
to improve public transport 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland just needs to get on with improving public transport links - for too long the 
city has lost productivity because of delay after delay after delay to invest in better 
public transport 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Above ground light rail. As a spread out hilly city with variable weather conditions, 
getting a critical mass of people walking or cycling for their commutes will always be 
difficult. But a widespread light rail network would not only encourage more public 
transport use, it could become a feature of the city 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways should be encouraged where possible, but should not be prioritised over 
mass transport options. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't know the Albany area well enough to know what to do with this asset 
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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: 

A future fund is a sound idea, but the Airport is a strategic asset for the city that the 
Council and Crown should seek to have majority control over, not less control. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Other Ports in NZ have had success with mixed ownership models, which could be the 
best way forward. While some of the port land should be sold to develop a public 
asset, handing over the rest of the port to private operators through a lease is a poor 
outcome for NZ Inc and NZ exporters. 

 

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: 

In lieu of the lease, port profits (and airport dividends) could be directed to the future 
fund to diversify the Council's asset base and lessen its exposure to assets based in 
Auckland. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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Have a ********** good think before selling off strategic assets 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Opening up more of Auckland's waterfront will liven up the city. And over the next few 
years as it happens, the Council and Crown should be investing in rail and port 
infrastructure in the golden triangle to help with the decreased capacity at the Ports o 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

As above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

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. 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 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 
keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 
are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 
continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 
risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 
hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 
within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 
maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 
Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 
years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 
children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 
its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 
new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 
and community. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Unnecessary bureaucracy 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Looking for lower cost options are good.  However I do not agree with stopping 
cycleways. We should continue to develop safe cycleways across Auckland. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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. 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 
recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 
critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 
community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 
including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 
Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 
Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 
funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 
beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 
have for the region. 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays,Ōrākei 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 
resilience networks in our area, so our 
community and organisations will know who 
does what, where to get information and 
how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 
of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
contamination and sedimentation through 
methods such as re-naturalisation, or 
daylighting. 

Very Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 
in our area, such as events, festivals, and 
other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

Very Important 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

“It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan 
outcomes within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and 
associated storage, road closure and seawall maintenance.” 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

Continuing to invest in maintaining and enhancing the Orakei basin. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Don't mess with rubbish bins and rubbish collections. Keeping our city clean so we can 
enjoy the urban areas and the wonderful natural habitat. 

Invest in our open spaces. 

Invest in facilities that provide the heart of our communities and are so important for 
our children. Mairangi Bay Surf Club is a great example and one that should be a no 
brainer for Council to fund.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport and active transport is fundamental to a modern sustainable city 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Move the port out of auckland 
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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: 

OP owning up access to the harbour is important for the city 

 

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. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do 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: 

Cycleways are important. It’s dangerous to cycle on the road in places and cycle ways 
would encourage more people to cycle safely. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Create more dynamic lanes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

T2 and t3 lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

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: 

Reduce the cost of taking ferry’s for public transport 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Spend more money on cycleways and footpaths.  Less money to be spent on roads.  
Encourage development in existing suburbs.  Dont sprawl the city further.  A spread 
out low density city is one of the reasons why rates need to increase.  Use the existing 
assets better and renew existing asests. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less money on roads.  Prioritize cycleways, walkways and public transport.  Less 
money on non core spendings such as cultural events. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You need to spend significantly more on cycleways, footpaths and public transport.  
Less should be spent on roads. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

cycleways.  Build more.  Make it so we can safely move around auckland with a fully 
connected walkway and cycleway system.  These are fantastic assets for our children, 
getting to work, recreation, shopping and more.  Put in more cycle lock racks around 
the city.  Please just simple D shaped loops - we do not need anything more fancy 
(such as the double decker ones in the CBD - these are less secure, due to thin metal 
and more difficult to use if you have an ebike. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend less on adding new roads for cars.  This just creates more maintence.  People 
should look to use other forms of transport, as they do in most leading cities around 
the world. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell the stadium.  We have enough stadiums in Auckland.  Eden park should be used 
more.  There should be more concerts at eden park.  North harbour stadium is in a 
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very poor location, away from most the population of Auckland.  It just encourages 
driving and parking.  Its also in no way economically viable. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future 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 sale and analysis Auckland council did on AIA shares was very poor.  You need to 
consider your cost of capital against the value of the shares and dividends.  Not just 
the dividends.  I have no faith in Auckland councils ability to appoint an appropriate 
professional manager at arms length, decisions have been captured by self interested 
parties.  The proposal to lease the port of Auckland operations is equally mad.  This 
will only result in increased prices, weaker working conditions for employees and make 
it more difficult for the council to consider a port optimization strategy as they will be 
beholden to a operating lease.  This is not a great ESG outcome - a third party 
operator will seek to maximise profits at the expense of the ports employees, its 
customers and the environment. 

 

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 proposal to lease the port of Auckland operations is mad.  This will only result in 
increased prices, weaker working conditions for employees and make it more difficult 
for the council to consider a port optimization strategy as they will be beholden to a 
operating lease.  This is not a great ESG outcome - a third party operator will seek to 
maximize profits at the expense of the ports employees, its customers and the 
environment. 
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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: 

The future fund is a poor idea that will make it easier for the council to access assets 
that have been built up over generations to fund operating expenses.  A more prudent 
approach is to increase rates and user fees to fully cover the funding needs.  Auckland 
council has been beholden to older land owners for generations and has been under 
rating for its actual needs due to this.  Seeking to create a future fund and sell assets 
is just another example of this.  We will be selling assets to the benefit of these baby 
boomers, who have already had artifically low rates for decades. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Increase rates and user pays to an appropriate level to fund needs.  Do not sell assets, 
do not create a future fund - this simply makes it easier for Auckland council to 
continue to sell its assets.  Eventually you will have nothing left to sell.  Dont be 
swayed by baby boomers who have undue influence and are extreamly self interested.  
Consider future generations.  They need dense housing, cycleways, walkways, public 
transport etc.  This must be paid for by rates or user pays today. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 
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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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Get rid of parking on mission bay beach.  Convert to a green space.  Spend more on 
cycleways and shared paths.  Put in more areas you can lock a bike.  The community 
can get to missionbay with a car.  Consider the future generations and children. 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Spend more on cycleways and walkways.  Spend less on roads for cars.  Get rid of car 
parks and prioritize people and active transport.  Increase revenue now to cover costs.  
Do not resort to selling assets or create a future fund to cover costs.  Do not let baby 
boomers dictate the future, you need to consider the children and young.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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 most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Not sure what mass rapid transit is for Auckland. Trains or what? 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

Stadium could be useful for sorting events. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I might just be able to buy some of those 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: 
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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: 

Council services are important. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 

Other 
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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. 

Other 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Other 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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, 

Other 

621



#6162 
 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

I don't know 

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. 

Not Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
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? 

623



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I'm appalled that the plan is silent on increasing investment to reduce emissions both 
in Council and across Auckland. We are in a climate crisis. We cannot 'adapt' our way 
out of this. We need to do our share to contribute to NZs and the global reduction of 
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harmful greenhouse gases and halt global warming. It will cost us a lot more in the 
long run if we don't invest now. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Build less roads - increase the incentives to move to sustainable and zero-emissions 
options such as electric, walking, cycling, scooting, e-public transport. 

Don't spend a cent on tarting up the port/waterfront area - this is vanity project from the 
Mayor - most Aucklanders won't benefit from this. Save our money, time and energy 
and put this into more equitable and valuable projects. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think we should continue to introduce cycleways as a key emissions-reduction tactic 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Faster conversion to fully electric bus fleet; increased public transport services; 
projects that encourage people out of their petrol vehicles and into zero-emissions 
options or public transport; 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Building new roads. Raising all pedestrian crossings - only do this where a real safety 
concern exists; 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 
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Maximise the investment to date. Don't throw the baby out with the bathwater. Make 
this a facility that more Aucklanders can benefit from - draw people from across the 
region. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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 make smarter investments 

 

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: 

We should require the Ports to generate a return on investment equal or better than 
the fund and then utilise this to fund Council services and other work. 

 

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: 

This is a Mayoral vanity project - he's just looking to put his name on something. Most 
Aucklanders will not benefit from this. There are other, much more important - higher 
priority things to be spending our time, energy and money on/. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

If the Port need this area to be profitable and operate successfully then they should 
have the use of it. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 

Very Important 

629



#6171 
 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Need more emphasis on community climate action - initiatives that support people to 
reduce their carbon emissions and contribute to mitigating future severe climate 
events. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

The Board needs to get serious about raising the awareness of Climate issues and 
encouraging our people through education and opportunities to reduce their emissions
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Help sports clubs especially tennis clubs who have to pay for the grounds they use at 
$20,000 per court as against other sports who have their fields supplied and groomed 
for 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 cycle lanes, fancy gardens and in particular less speed bumps. there are about 
seven in one small suburban street Mulgan street in Blockhouse Bay. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop Go signs onto motorways often cause more congestion if left on for too long. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

A bit of both the first two options. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Whau 

 

Whau Local Board Priorities 
 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Whau in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

We will work with our partners to build 
community capacity, from 
climate/emergency preparedness and 
community resilience to increased 
participation and community capability. 

Very Important 

We will encourage and support 
volunteerism and community participation, 
especially through environmental and 
ecological initiatives around the Manukau 
Harbour and foreshore, the Whau River and 
its tributaries, and our urban ngahere. 

Very Important 
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We will continue to undertake governance-
level engagement and collaboration with 
mana whenua and the other west Auckland 
local boards. 

 

Fairly Important 

We will work with the local BIDs where 
possible, to support local economy and to 
realise shared goals around climate action, 
community connection and belonging. 

Fairly Important 

We will consider accessibility and inclusion 
across our services, engagement, and 
other initiatives. 

Fairly Important 

 

 

Tell us why 

What are BIDS 

 
7c. What do you think of the Whau proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

Selling airport shares for short-term benefit is, to put it simply, the dumbest idea I've 
ever heard. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As 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 infrastructure 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Car based infrastructure 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport reliability is more important than dynamic lanes 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport reliability and upgrades 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Dynamic 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? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Very Important 
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environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Waterways are more important than the proposal seems to suggest 

more focus on social services 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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 As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

2nd harbour bridge funding 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Do not support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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. 

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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

to reduce infrastructure issues and traffic more needs to be done on cycleways and 
other public transport options 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

cycleways safety 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

reducing temporary traffic management 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

not ever used the facility so can't comment on the impact 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Not sure what you would use them for or what the public benefit is as nothing 
suggested 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As above, pointless changing something now when there is no real proposal for the 
change use. and adding truck traffic to the roads in the area isn't going to make it a go 
to destination for anyone. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

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. 

Not Important 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

more focus on water quality is needed 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Biking infrastructure. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Biking infrastructure, especially for children. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Anything that makes cars more attractive 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Maintenance of parks 

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: 

We need better public transport in Auckland. It will impact almost every aspect of 
everyone's lives. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Pedestrianising areas to be more suitable for people and less suitable for cars 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Building new roads. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to keep the shares for future generations. We should just borrow more 
money to cover costs at the moment. 
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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 need so much investment now that we should use the money. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As 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 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Nothing 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because you are finally stopping this headlong rush to get people onto bikes when a 
large proportion of the population simple cannot use this transportation option. I am 
sick of seeing hugely under-utilized cycle lanes put in at the expense of normal roading 
which is creating a good percentage of the road congestion that you now wish to make 
a congestion charge on. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

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: 

This seems the most realistic option for the local community whilst retaining the asset 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

673



#6333 
 

The Auckland Future Fund if managed by a professional team of Fund Managers 
offers the best option for sustainable fund growth into the future. Selection of the Fund 
Management will be a critical success factor that will need really careful scrutiny and 
decision making. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

There are a number of highly successful Port Operations Companies around the world 
who should be able to run Ports of Auckland at the highest efficiency levels thereby 
improving both NZ import and export supply chains immeasurably whilst allowing a 
large chunk of cash to go to the AKL Future Fund. Council ownership of the underlying 
land etc however will be essential to make this work. 

 

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: 

If Council retains Port ownership then profits should be split between Council and the 
AKL Future Fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

I really do not know the best option here. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Do not support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

All priorities seem to be reasonable and workable 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

None
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

-Fix transport, public transport. 

-Urban renewal and beautification 

-Improve swimming pools 

-Upgrade footpaths 
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-Regulate supermarkets 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Traffic is terrible - Auckland is going to come to a standstill if we don't invest in public 
transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Do not corporatise public resources 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Move the port out of central Auckland 
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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? 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Through grants, support community-led 
events and initiatives that create safe 
neighbourhoods and promoting active 
living, sustainable practices. 

 

 

Support activities to increase social 
cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 
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outreach to people from smaller ethnic 
groups and connect newer settlers to local 
services. 

 

Increase youth empowerment through 
supporting leadership and training 
programmes as well as prioritising youth 
engagement. 

 

 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 
local opportunities in projects that can 
provide spaces for play in places beyond 
playgrounds. 

 

 

Continue to support and look to increase 
environmental and sustainability projects to 
address climate change and environmental 
challenges through community-led projects 
and by working with mana whenua. 

 

 

Explore options for ways of delivering 
increased local economic outcomes for 
small to large businesses. 

 

Tell us why 

 
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: Ōrākei 

 

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: 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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? 

686



#6347 
 

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. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Ōrākei,Waitākere Ranges 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

Waitākere Ranges Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitākere Ranges in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Initiatives to support community resilience 
and safety. 

Not Important 

Progress priority actions from the Waitākere 
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under 
development). 

Very Important 

690



#6347 
 

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. 

Not Important 

Continue to activate library spaces with 
programmes, services and events. 

Fairly Important 

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and 
Titirangi Community Houses. 

Not Important 

Invest in our relationship with mana 
whenua, Te Kawerau ā Maki. 

Very Important 

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Very Important 

Progress an application for Waitakere 
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark 
sky place. 

Very Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitākere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Stormwater infrastructure, better public transport, more parking 

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 bicycle lanes, reduce number of e-scooters available, reduce consultation with 
organizations not directly involved with Auckland's development, 

 

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? 

Better, safer roads, better public transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes, e-schooters. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Develop the area as community 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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland has too much debt, this needs to be reduced. Long term port lease is 
sensible until we have appropriate infrastructure to move port to Whangarei. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Through grants, support community-led 
events and initiatives that create safe 
neighbourhoods and promoting active 
living, sustainable practices. 

 

 

Support activities to increase social 
cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 

 

696



#6376 
 
outreach to people from smaller ethnic 
groups and connect newer settlers to local 
services. 

 

Increase youth empowerment through 
supporting leadership and training 
programmes as well as prioritising youth 
engagement. 

 

 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 
local opportunities in projects that can 
provide spaces for play in places beyond 
playgrounds. 

 

 

Continue to support and look to increase 
environmental and sustainability projects to 
address climate change and environmental 
challenges through community-led projects 
and by working with mana whenua. 

 

 

Explore options for ways of delivering 
increased local economic outcomes for 
small to large businesses. 

 

Tell us why 

 
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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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 reliable and efficient public transport, especially in areas near schools 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less major events funding maybe? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because the current system causes many issues 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Safety training for bus drivers 

 

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: 

Don't know enough and haven't really been impacted/heard of others impacted 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Reinvest back into the ports of auckland 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

potentially proceed to change either captain cook or Marsden but not both 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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. 

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, 

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? 

Very strongly support backing youth groups 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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 
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environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

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 continue 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? 

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 

I don't know 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More funding for local youth boards 

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)? 

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: 

There is more potential if another operator runs the port 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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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? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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 dont want to deal with the bus coming late/early any more 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

 

717



#6397 
 
4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

bring cindy back
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Entertainment services 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I am feddiong up on waiting 40 minutes, one way, to go to school everyday 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Yes, i would spend more repairing tree 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

i would spend less for the tickets fee from 10c now to 35c 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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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 

I don't know 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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? 

********** traffic calming...no more raised humps anywhere 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Waste of money as it is obviously 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

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 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

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. 
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    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? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have 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 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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, 

 

735



#6444 
 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

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: 

Public transport doesn't need to be faster it just needs to be more reliable 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

promote use of public transport, i.e. more cost efficient for passengers 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

same level of public transports / don't increase public transport numbers/vehicles 
improve efficiency 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Should lead to greater economic growth overa short period of time while creating a 
sustainable framework for the future of the stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland council doesn't really need to hold any sway over AIAL and holding a nest of 
egg of shares in a single company is incredibly volatile 

 

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: 

Likely makes more sense, especially if through leasing operations of the port a more 
efficient method of maintaining ports are established. Would like to maintain control of 
part of port / lease for shorter 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: 

If we are selling the AIAL shares it makes sense to double down and invest fully into 
the funds. 

 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 makes sense to maintain control over at least half of the ports in case it is needed for 
something. Something goes wrong with the lease. 
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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. 

 

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? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Youth based initiatives 

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: 

because public transport is incredibly important for allowing people to travel to and 
from work/school 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Electric trains and higher frequency services 

 

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: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Review the number of managers that each department/service has.  
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Reduce the number of councillors. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't support any more money being spent on cycleways and I don't support 
development of a 'time-of-use' scheme to help manage traffic congestion. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle ways. The majority of cyclists don't use them and they interfere with normal 
traffic flow. Just look at the mess with the roads in Mission Bay! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell the stadium 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

We don't need to establish an indoor multi-sport facility at Ōrākei Domain, there are 
plenty of current, local facilities. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

I think Auckland Council should come back to core purpose. Over the years there has 
been creep in scope around wellbeing and social programmes (TSI) when there are 
other organisations that are more experts in this area. 

756



#6500 
 
 

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? 

This infatuation with raised crossings and calming traffic controls is ridiculous and 
creates gridlock throughout the city. It doesn't speed up public transport.  

You will not convince the public and you erode public confidence in public transport 
when all the rail issues are prevalent., there are issues going to large scale events and 
concerts and buses are trapped  in traffic and not on schedules  because of all these 
raised pedestrian crossings etc.... Auckland transport per se needs a rethink not just 
for today but for the next 50 years. 

 

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: 

Something has to change for the betterment of Auckland and for future proofing. If 
Kiwisaver and investment funds are being promoted to individuals as a means to 
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protect your future, retirement etc.. so too is the concept of a Futures Fund sound 
advice for Auckland. Obviously how that is structured is important but it would allow 
Council to come back to core purpose and stay the course. Reward/Risk and cost of 
doing nothing should be carefully analysed. The lack of progress and the state 
Auckland is in now is due to lack of action and lack of vision. Tinkering every 3 years is 
not the answer. Auckland and New Zealand is hampered by our constant tickering (and 
bickering) and lack of bipartisan policies that survive many electoral cycles. If this 
doesn't happen we will be forever fixing problems, and in constant reaction mode. I'm 
a born and bred and proud Aucklander watching our City getting stuck in a malaise of 
bureaucracy and snail paced progress. Add lack of funding and it's not pretty. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a 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. 
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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. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am also involved in playing sport and using our parks and open spaces. I have 
supported the Central proposal for Parks and Community as this should provide 
provide a better outcome for the sport and recreation sector. 

I am aware of the proposals around the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment 
Fund and strongly support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being 
added to the Fund. I am in support of this additional funding being non-contestable and 
being applied to priority sport facility developments in Auckland including, but not 
limited to, indoor sports facilities. 

I also advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant. 

I strongly support a review of costs and contractual structure for maintenance on parks 
and open spaces, specifically for sports fields. 

I advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the co-
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and 
recreation facilities.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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? 

I would be more than happy to pay a modest charge for driving within the CBD - as 
long as the money earned wasn't put into more stupid "traffic calming" (aka  

"traffic discouraging". 
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"Parks and Community" above is too vague.  I see no reason why I should be 
expected to pay for things like people's entertainment (e.g. "Movies in Parks"), but 
support the use of rates for things like provision of parkland (while minimising the 
spend on individual parks to simple maintenance without efforts towards 
"improvements" or "events". 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop spending money on entertainment, "conservation" and stupid attempts to reduce 
the attractiveness of Auckland to motorists while making similarly stupid (and often 
dangerous) attempts to make it more attractive to cyclists etc. 

Taniwha Rd in GI is a good example - a fortune spent on narrowing the road and 
installing cycle tracks (the latter only rarely seeing actual cyclists).  The road is now so 
narrow that motorists routinely end up overtaking slow or stationary (e.g. buses) traffic 
with serious risk of head-on collision. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It looks good as stated, but too vague regarding details. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Practically anything where the decision is made by Auckland Transport, who have lost 
all credibility in recent years.  AT management should be offered a bonus of between 
1-5% of whatever they underspend in a given year - with the following year's budget 
reduced accordingly. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 
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Tell us why: 

It shouldn't be running at a loss. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

High rises in cost of living mean that people cannot just be expected to pay more and 
more in rates each year.  All council projects which cannot be clearly shown to be 
urgent should be frozen for the year. 

 

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: 

Because I have little faith in either council or related organisations (e.g. AT) to make 
sensible decisions about the future. 

 

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: 

It is not urgent - reducing ratepayers' living costs is. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

It is not urgent - reducing ratepayers' living costs 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 

I don't know 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

My understanding is that churches are exempt from rates.  This has to stop. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

I don't know 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Ecological systems should be left to sort themselves out.  Human intervention has 
rarely been successful.  Those who want to be involved in freezing NZ in a time bubble 
are welcome to pay voluntarily the cost of their attempts. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Nothing which is not actually urgent should be followed-through.  The critical problem 
for ratepayers is the dramatic increase in the cost of living. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Why not do the same with rates as with tax?  A certain percentage up to houses+land 
of a certain value (e.g.$4M, then a higher rate increasing to something like double the 
base rate for luxury accommodation (valued at, say, over $20M, $30M or more?  And 
why should churches not pay rates?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Remove and pickup the cones blocking our streets. 

No more raised crossings. 
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Concentrate on the core services to our communities. 

Forget cycle ways. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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Retain ownership of the land and wharves but lease it out for a shorter period while the 
port activities are relocated. It makes no sense to have our commercial port on such 
prime 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: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Do not support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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 

Fairly Important 
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environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue 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 would like the port to be gone within 25 years 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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? 

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: 

I think that 35 years is too long for a lease. A lesser term will not raise sufficient money. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Do not support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No, there is so much money wasted that the wastage would cover things we NEED 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop building cycleways, running empty 2 decker buses during the day, foccusing  
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on carbon emissions, designating T3 lanes that run empty instead of making them T2 , 
stop collecting food scraps,etc etc In fact just stick to basic services like mowing parks, 
collecting rubbish everywhere, providing water, keeping our drains clear and sensible 
public transport etc. Get rid of all those re cones and also 

over-paid people on the council! Treat Aucklanders as one people and stop wasting 
money on Maori signs that 99% of people can't read. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways waste money. Very few people ride on them 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Red cones and converting buses to electric 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Better utilisation making it pay for itself 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a 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: 

I wouldn't want the Council to have any say on any Future Investment Fund 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Makes economic sense 

 

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. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

All very nice ideas, but stick to the basic core jobs of a council 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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Not much Stick to core responsibilities 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

There is WAy too much focus on reducing carbon emmissions which people who 
follow the science know that all this money and effort will do nothing to stop climate 
change. Focus instead on transition and adaption to any changes that might be 
occuring. Also it would be good if you had English words when you talk about "respect 
& care" if you want us to understand you. 

The survey is very long and your summary glosses over the things that most people 
would object to eg under the water section you have a tunnel under the harbour and 
cone restoration on a hill in Mangere. I read it at the beginning and can't find the 
reference now- but you know what I am talking about- definately nothing to do with 
WATER
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Stormwater infrastructure - please improve it.  

Emptying catchpits regularly.  

Reinstating the rubbish bins around the city to collect the dog ********** and rubbish. 

Weekly rubbish bin collection - its your main job and always has been.  
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Fixing potholes 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cycle lanes and traffic calming measures. 

Events 

Swimming pools should be User Pays - no more free kids. 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop cycle lanes and traffic calming measures.  

I don't support capped weekly passes as we can't afford them. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

I don't support electric busses and ferries. Its still too soon in the life cycle and we will 
be guinea pigs, plus they are expensive. We need to sweat the assets we currently 
have. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't live on the North Shore and so I don't have an opinion. 
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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: 

I think your expected rate of return on 7.5% is heroic but the port is a cluster and it is 
hard to imagine it being done worse.  

AIAL is an investment that costs more than it returns.  

All of the above on the basis that the funds are locked in and some nut-job councilor 
can't access the money and fritter it away. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a 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 isn't working very well at present so hard to see it being done worse.  

Ask POT to do 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: 

The council is skint and looking for coins down the back of the couch, so every cent 
counts. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

797



#6532 
 
Tell us here: 

I do not support moving the port away from Auckland as some business has to pay for 
the dredging and other work around the port. I do not support the costs of the harbour 
being dumped on the ratepayer. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

We don't have the funds to develop it at this stage and if Council own it they will want 
money to subsidize Events.  

I don't want a stadium on the waterfront. It is too expensive to run even if a Developer 
builds it. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

We can't afford for Council to take responsibility for more assets. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

I think that all swimming pool Users should pay to use the pools. Letting children in for 
free just opens the pools up for abuse as the children are High Maintenance and take 
it for granted and mess up the change rooms etc. If they don't want to pay they can 
swim at the beach. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Most of this is not core council services. If we can't afford 300 rubbish bins around 
auckland and a weekly pickup of rubbish we can't afford any of the "Nice to Haves" 
listed above. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Potholes, Catchpits cleared regularly and maintenance of existing assets.  

Spare cash can go into stormwater management. 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More focus on key activities to maintain the storm water system so flooding does not 
occur and maintaining our parks and the environment to eliminate pests and invasive 
species. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Scrap Movies in Parks 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Making it easier to pay for public transport should mean that visitors are more likely to 
use and pay for it. Once the City Rail Link is in operation hopefully patronage will 
increase and maybe become self sustaining financially. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More electric buses and ferries and all council vehicles are electric. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No petrol vehicles 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I think it’s up to the people of the North Shore to decide. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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I think Auckland should maintain an interest in the airport and the port for future 
generations. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland Council should maintain control 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

The Future Fund sounds like more bureaucracy to me. 

 

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: 

$110 million could be used elsewhere 

 

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: 

We don’t need my container trucks on our roads. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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 

I don't know 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Just rating the priorities as I see them. 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Support them 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

The government could contribute to the short fall in funds by giving the GST on 
everyone’s rates bill to the Transport fund for the coming 12 month rating period.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Urban Regeneration / intensification of existing urban land. Stop sprawling and focus 
on development within the existing urban boundaries by investing in infrastructure 
transport and regeneration projects. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Some unnecessary events / Bureaucracy which is too expensive and doesn't anything. 
Free/subsided entry into events for example 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Some cycleways unnecessary / makes roads more unsafe. We need much better 
public transport. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

public transport i.e. surface light rail, rails, bus / tram 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways, raised pedestrian crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It better to redevelop the precinct to future proof it, while maintaining the cost of 
alternative proposals i.e. not too expensive 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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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Need more money (by selling shareholdings) and important to future proof against 
climate change. 11% shares is also not enough to have any control over AIAL. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Aim to Move port away from Auckland CBD ASAP! 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Invest that in Auckland Future fund is a  great idea for the city and people 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

The council should work towards mowing the whole of port of auckland away from 
auckland cbd in tandem with central government. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 whole port area needs to be moved from current location so this would be a good 
first step in that direction. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Public space for the city needs to be created in current port area because it is a 
eyesore and out of place in a modern city. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

813



#6540 
 
 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 
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Tell us why 

Most but not all, I'd like unused budget into transport and urban redevelopment. But 
rates shouldn't increase too much POA should be moved as a priority. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

-Greater protection and restoration of our natural 

environment, compared with the central proposal 

• More investment in residential speed 
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management and road safety programmes to 

reduce deaths and serious injuries 

• Developing urban cycleways and walking 

connections to support greater mode shift 

and reduce reliance on cars 

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: 

Do not support the stopping of the raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways 
initiatives as these have such positive effect on improving road safety for pedestrians, 
cyclists, and even other drivers. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Safe cycle infrastructure, especially connecting weak spots in the cycle network (e.g. 
Tamaki Drive connection to Parnell) 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reallocate road space rather than widening roads. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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). 

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 

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. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Please don’t waste money on things with small improvements. Spend money wisely on 
essential and important fixes and dangerous prevention. 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

 

822



#6548 
 
4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Increase measures to allow for more diversity in Auckland council representation and 
local boards to avoid conservative opinions on decisions 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

All of this plan sounds very beneficial for the community however reducing investments 
in cyclesways will increase pollution and cutting fuel rates will mean that there will be 
less funding for auckland council 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More cycleways and quicker ways to get around. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less on traffic lights and unnecessary raised junctions such as the lights at Orakei 
train station and hill from countdown meadowbank 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

is no affect to me and i think we have a sufficient amount of 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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Obliterating the councils shares in auckland airport will not be a smart decision as it 
will dramatically decrease regulation of it. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I think this will help us as it will increase revenue without selling assets 

 

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: 

Do not sell AIAL shares 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

whichever suits 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

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)? 

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: 

833



#6573 
 
 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

repairing the right roads instead of roads that are completely fine. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

I don't know 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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 

Support 

844



#6579 
 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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? 

 

845



#6579 
 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 

Very Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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 bus service and trains that actually run 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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spending money on massive infrastructure projects that don't get delivered e.g. harbor 
bridge cycle way, train to Hamilton or decrease profits. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

while i think it is good to focus on helping the environment and lowering emissions, we 
need to put the majority of our focus on actually making the bus/trafficking services run 
smoothly and in most casus run at all! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

electric trains 

 

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? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Use it for both council services and the future fund if it is confirmed 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

I don't know 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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 
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environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Improving the reliability and punctuality of transport services, particularly buses and 
trains. Also perhaps make more buses and trains electric (instead of running on fuel) to 
decrease CO2 emissions and thus benefit the 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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Spend less on large prospective infrastructure projects which are a waste of funds, 
such as the cycle pathing on the habour bridge. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

making public transport faster and more reliable would greatly benefit public transport 
users - since buses and trains are rarely on time. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Spend more on ensuring buses and trains are on time and follow designated 
schedules and times. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Definitely spend less on cycleways and speed bumps around Auckland 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

receiving dividends could perhaps decrease tax payers rates 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Not sure as to what the future fund is entirely for but i do know that extra expenditure 
on various council services would positively impact a greater number of people within 
Auckland 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Poverty is an increasing issue in auckland. More infrastructure and/or residential 
properties would conbat this. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

856



#6594 
 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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. 

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? 

Resuming and extending the NETR is a great proposal 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

I support most priorities except the reintroduce of recycling charges for schools 
proposal as i am unsure of what that would entail. 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As 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 frequent public transport! more reliable and regular 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

861



#6597 
 
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? 

Buses more often 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle lanes - less of them 

 

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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

More buses and bus routes more frequently 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

raised pedestrian crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Fixing roads / excessive roadworks with less than efficient workers 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

n/a 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

dynamic lanes and reducing temporary traffic management requirements 

 

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? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Anythnig to do with wasting money of race based nonsense. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

The Arts. Let's not forget to celebrate , fill us with joy! 

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? 

Public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised pedestrian crossings. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Help offset rates increases? 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a 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? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

If not leasing the port then would prefer the land used for an alternate revenue 
generating use such a redevelopment 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

I don't know 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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 

894



#6628 
 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Funding events 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways are important 

 

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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

The council should retain its shares in the airport. Establishing a fund is risky and risks 
the council being put in a worse financial position in the long run. 

 

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: 

Under no circumstances should the port land be leased to a third party. Port assets are 
critical infrastructure assets that should be retained in council ownership. Transferring 
a leasehold interest is not in the best interests of the city. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More policing in the CBD. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less celebrating of "Diversity". 
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Keep government-subsidized low income housing (KO) well away from the downtown 
CBD and the affluent established suburbs.  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It makes sense. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Speed cameras.  

 

 

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,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It makes sense. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

It makes sense. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

It makes sense. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

It makes sense. 

 

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: 

It makes sense. 
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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: 

It makes sense. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and 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 
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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? 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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It makes sense. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Mostly good. 
 

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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Services like wastewater/sewerage to keep our harbor/beaches clean 

Power poles put underground 

Increase library online audio/visual books for remote and handicap audiences 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

We don't need super yacht races and other such huge events as much as a safe clean 
city 

We don't need another event centre - we must make do with what we have 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

the introduction of $50 week cap on public transport - could that be reduced for school 
children 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better mentoring from countries like Switzerland who have a world class transport 
system.  I suspect some cost cutting in the rail transport has resulted in lack of 
confidence by the public 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less cycle ways that share the road 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell part of the land to someone like Mike Todd Oxham - to Redevelop a bit like 
Alexandra Park has with quality apartments overlooking the playgrounds and shops on 
the ground floor, professional offices on level 2 and the other 5 floors nice apartments. 
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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? 

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: 

Unqualified to ,make comment 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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 

I don't know 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Better access to the Waitemata harbour for boaties on a budget. 

Reinstate The Landing as a haulout yard at Okahu Bay so that boat owners can make 
sure that their hulls are clean and thereby reduce spreading aquatic pests. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No more raised crossings 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't support any further raised crossings. They are an expensive way to slow traffic. 
Also they add to our carbon emissions as traffic accelerates away from the crossing 
using more fuel. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

A flashing light system at pedestrian crossings. The lights are triggered by pedestrians 
as they approach the crossing. Far more cost effective than raised crossings. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

As above, raised crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I am not a user of this stadium and no little about its operation or popularity. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

The Council has little to no say over the operation of the airport. The funds would be 
better spent on developing the infrastructure that the council has control over. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

If the financial benefit far outways the status quo 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Having a fund available to invest in future infrastructure and assist in time of need, eg. 
natural disaster seems prudent 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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Unless there is some large scale development eg a new waterfront stadium,  then 
Auckland already has public waterfront spaces that are adequate. The port should be 
able to maximize its profitability. Any increase of truck traffic should be avoided. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Again same reasoning 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). 

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. 

Support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Keep bins to weekly. 

More bus lanes and faster more reliable public transport. 
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Close the gaps on safe cycling facilities, not gold plated but safe. Ngapipi to tamaki 
dve, panmure Bridge to the coastal cycleway. 

Get planning and designing so there are projects ready to go when funds become 
available. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce the maunga authority budget by 75%. There is no need to be spending 
millions on tree felling of perfectly healthy trees. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Simeon Brown needs to find that rft shortfall. He can't cut funding then direct all of 
what's left to help his electorate only. Send him a message, cancel Eastern Busway 2 
and make him find the money to do it. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Getting buses moving. Linking the bus lanes so buses aren't stuck in traffic. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised tables where they arent justified. Meadowbank st John's Road for example. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell the stadium to a private company. Keep the outer fields for the community. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

You have enough problems without having to do more maintenance and spending 10 
years arguing over what to do with them. 
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Leave with poal for now and start that fund to pay for upgrading them when you get 
them in 10 20,30 years time. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

928



#6663 
 
 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Defund the maunga authority
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less investment in bilingual communications of all kinds. Restrict all communications 
to English 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

Other 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support 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 options and accessibility, taxing more for car usage 

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: 

bring back fuel tax to fund public transport, 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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? 

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 

938



#6699 
 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki,Ōrākei 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Very Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 

Fairly Important 
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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). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why 
 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 
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I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 
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Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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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Development of new cycleways. These are expensive and are only used by a small 
percentage of commuters. Cyclists are often not using them e.g. along Tamaki drive. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Disagree with time of use charges when many have no choice of times. Disagree with 
removal of bus services it just makes travel more difficult around Auckland. Disagree 
with premium ares on ferries which are already expensive. Don’t think expanded 
enforcement is the best use of funds. Disagree with additional cycleways.  No charges 
for park and ride otherwise you are defeating their purpose. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No we just need to maintain what we have while in a difficult funding period. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Greater use may provide additional funding to help with redevelopment over time. Now 
is not the right time to undertake redevelopment when the council needs to reduce 
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)? 
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

It is not clear to me how this fund will be controlled and how much say ratepayers have 
in its use. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

This is an asset worth keeping ownership when it is in the heart of Auckland. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 
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Less has to be done to reduce costs 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Good priorities but can they relalisticly be delivered without increasing rates 
significantly. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As 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? 

Cycle lanes, traffic lights and raised pedestrian crossings. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei,Rodney 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

looks fine 
 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Fairly Important 
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Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 
Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

Fairly Important 

Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Fairly Important 

Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

Fairly Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

Fairly Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Looks fine 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 

Omaha 
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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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More pools and recreation facilities. Mor eparks. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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 

 

962



#6840 
 
6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Orakei Domain wellness facility 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Strongly support $35m additional funding for Sport and Recreation Facility Investment 
Fund to fund a range of sport and recreation facilities 

Strongly support changing the rules of the Fund to be more non-contestable 

Support changes to Development Contributions to recover more costs and for more 
investment into sport and recreation facilities 

Support review of field maintenance contracts and practices 

Support a formal agreement around Council co funding school sport and recreation 
facilities with the Ministry of Education 

Support Council enabling greater community access to school sport and recreation 
facilities
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Public Transport! It is hardly used. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Roads are being messed with constantly. Cycle lanes in at the expense of cars and 
often make it very dangerous for both car and bike users.  too much road work going 
on all the time. Do it once, do it right. 

Look in the capacity on the public transport vs use and only improve public transport 
that is actually in over 50% usage. We see empty buses driving around all day. Focus 
on peak only if necessary or rail only to get buses off the roads. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cones ! and the people manning/supervising them who spend a lot of time on smoko 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Too much money tied up in one project. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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: 

Whomever takes the lease will be an expert and better placed to operate. leaves 
council free to focus elsewhere. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

Roads are over burdened already - no more trucks on the road. More residential and 
commercial development at the waterfront is not needed. There are so many empty 
buildings all over the city that could be used - renew these. The "City" isn't the only 
impo 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

Why not include the key priorities mentioned?? All very important and in fact more 
important than some of the ones above.  

• develop and enhance facilities at The Landing 

• upgrade Thomas Bloodworth Park to provide for additional sports capacity 
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• work wi 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Lots of advocating on things outside decision making power.... will it work/help????? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Orakei is very lucky to have Desley. We trust her and appreciate her hard work.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Auckland has become an un-affordable city to live in and it's getting worse.  Constant 
rates rises on top of most other cost going up is real issue.   Even with a good wage 
it's difficult to make ends meet.  Yes I know that's not really the question but I feel a 
high level of frustration with the amount that rates have gone up in the last 10 years. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Road works and un-necessary changes to road layouts. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I like so many people and sick to death with Auckland Transport and it's constant road 
works that do little more than inhibit traffic flow. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Traffic flow.  High density housing has lead to routine traffic jams on many of 
Auckland's roads. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Road narrowing (Glenn Innes and Victoria Street CBD for example). 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

There is a lot of un-used space around the stadium.  It's nice to have open areas but 
they really aren't used by the community. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

I understand that it's a fire sale to get rid of the airport shares but we really can't afford 
further rates rises so anything that keeps that do a minimum is welcome. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Keeping the land and leasing the port seems like a good compromise.  Income up front 
but the asset is maintained. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

Ōrākei,Waitematā 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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Waitematā Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitematā in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

Fairly Important 

Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 
remediation and seismic strengthening, and 
progress physical works. 

 

Very 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. 

 

Fairly Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 
celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 

Fairly Important 
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including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitematā proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Auckland has become an un-affordable city to live in with every increasing rates and 
rising prices in nearly every category.  Housing intensification has lead to traffic jams 
have become common in many areas and AT continues to frustrate with it's constant 
road works and road changes which restrict traffic flow.  Yes I know it's a bit of a rant.  
One positive thing, despite his occasional stumbles I've been happy with the Mayor 
and feel that he is looking after the best interests of the city and working hard to make 
Auckland a better place.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 more 

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? 

Services focused on Migrants. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Hiring high executives incurring in selection and  recruitment costs. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Emphasis in Public Transport. We are behind cities like Melbourne, Montreal, New 
York, Madrid, etc. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Finish the light rail. Do not commit the mistake of stopping something has progressed 
that much. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Dynamic lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

A stadium is not necessary, considering the current circumstances. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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? 

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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

They should include more programmes for migrants. 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop building raised crossings, speed bumps & cyclle ways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Revert back to the Auckland Unitary Plan. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less speed bumps. Get rid of the green food scraps bin collection. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways overseas are built on one side of the road for both directions. Yet in 
Auckland, AT has decided to build them on each side of the road. It's nuts. Where they 
have built on one side of the road eg: Tamaki Drive through Mission Bay, they have 
narrowed the road so much that it's dangerous for both cyclists and cars trying to park 
and get out of their cars, which shows poor design. At the top of St Heliers Bay 
Rd/Kohimarama Rd there is a new traffic island that is causing massive traffic jams. If 
they had made the traffic island slightly narrower, it would've allowed traffic to flow 
while preventing traffic crossing lanes when entering/exiting the new Gull service 
station being built.  

Speed humps slow traffic and are terrible for emergency services on main roads, with 
very little impact on public safety. Speed humps create more vehicle emissions which 
the world are trying to reduce. Get rid of some of these. 

AT as well as city council planners need to go and look at the sites before suggesting 
road "improvements" to the waste of spending. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Dynamic lanes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Speed humps and cycle lanes without better planning 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 
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The Stadium was run successfully under the North Harbour Stadium Trust. Maybe 
management should be transferred back to them rather than letting council run it into 
the ground. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Why sell an asset which generates income for the Council? Thus reducing rates 
Aucklanders pay. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

We have enough other waterfront areas to enjoy and the port is critical to service New 
Zealand. The Port of Tauranga is already struggling to keep up with demand. 

 

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 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

I don't know 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

Cutting the berms 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Hiring consultants 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sensible suggestions. However AT needs to be dismantled and a new system owned 
and operated by the council implemented 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Business and economic events. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cultural events 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It is likely to be the most fiscally responsible way forward 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Diversity of investment seems a better way forward 
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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 better economic sense 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland council needs better funding. By having this, rates should be increased 
minimally 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Economic sense 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

1001



#6911 
 
 

Tell us why: 

As much as it would be nice to see the wharf used for another reason, the economy 
must come 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. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll 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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Anything that doesn't address the financial hole should be off the table 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Reasonable 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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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)? 

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? 

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? 

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 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

In some streets could rubbish bins be collected from one side of the street. This could 
save on the collection trucks going up and down that street.  

This is not possible on all streets for safety reasons  but doable in others 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Rain in all this traffic ********** speed bumps ,bus only lanes etc 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport will grow on demand. No more roads etc You will never build enough. 
Curtail trucking during busy day time traffic peaks.  

Trucks coming or going to the port need to be carrying a container in and out. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes road cones and safety trucks, why do you need two trucks at each area for safety. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

We have too many stadiums in Auckland.Do not spend any more money on Eden Park 
it is a dog when viewing sport. Support the consortium looking to build down town . 
Allow them to manage and collect revenue from it for a period of time then gift it back 
to the city. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

Set up a management group to invest and manage the fund. Do not let council 
members get their hands into it. Another source of funding they willingly source for 
their own agendas. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Always keep the land , you can’t make anymore and the port may shift but you keep 
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? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Keep it away from councillors 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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You don’t have the money to do anything worth while  so leave it as a revenue making 
source 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: 

We don’t have money to do this 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Other 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Other 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Less bike lanes (that don't get used), more car lanes, and stop building roads and 
bridges for buses only that hardly get used!! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less speed bumps and designated bus & cycle 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Dont think less Ferries is viable.  Trains and buses are great if they run and not out for 
8 months for line work to then have the trains be cancelled and go slow 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More parking around train stations. Family members struggle finding parks near Glen 
Innes at peak times so end up driving instead of taking public transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Increasing width of footpaths/cycle lanes taking up car lanes.  What a mess Mission 
Bay and Glen Innes are now causing major traffic jams 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Dont 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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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a 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: 

Would be good to open up part of these areas for public use 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

To open the waterfront more but do think the Port should remain with maybe storage of 
new cars etc going elsewhere 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Other 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Other 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

Ōrākei,Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Through grants, support community-led 
events and initiatives that create safe 
neighbourhoods and promoting active 
living, sustainable practices. 

 

Very Important 
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Support activities to increase social 
cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 
outreach to people from smaller ethnic 
groups and connect newer settlers to local 
services. 

 

Very Important 

Increase youth empowerment through 
supporting leadership and training 
programmes as well as prioritising youth 
engagement. 

 

Fairly Important 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 
local opportunities in projects that can 
provide spaces for play in places beyond 
playgrounds. 

 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support and look to increase 
environmental and sustainability projects to 
address climate change and environmental 
challenges through community-led projects 
and by working with mana whenua. 

 

Fairly Important 

Explore options for ways of delivering 
increased local economic outcomes for 
small to large businesses. 

Fairly Important 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Build faster roads. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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trim red tape and regulations 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need better and more roads 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

less cycle lanes and traffic management 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

projects costs to much time and money. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

re-development will certainly disrupt the facilities available with no guarantee the new 
development will be of any better use 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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 continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I believe port land is very central to anything that Auckland does as a city and its 
control should be with the council -- till the ports are shifted somewhere else. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 believe Auckland needs better services 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: 

Auckland port occupies too much of good water frontage of the city center. 

 

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 is one of the best water frontage and residents and visitors should have re-creational 
access to it. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

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. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 
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Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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? 

No.  

Money is tight for everyone and council spending should reduced so as not to burden 
ratepayers or taxpayers. This is our money council plans to spend. 

1045



#7056 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Like all households spending should be reduced. Staff levels should be reduced. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Working from home is the new normal for many. Council should promote more working 
from home. 

Moves to reduce vehicle traffic by improving public transportation should be focused 
on the more flexible bus networks and speeding up roads. ( not slowing them down as 
is the current focus) 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Improving the public bus network. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Trains services. 

I expect that we will be assessing the central rail loop as a “ white elephant” after it’s 
completion. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Minimising cost burdens on 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: 

For now we need a pay as you go concept to spending.. 

Emergency funds could be created by the sale of underutilised council land and 
buildings. I can think of prime land in Mission Bay that does not receive footprints 
except for council contractors mowing the grass. 

 

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? 
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No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

At a time in the future maybe the council when the councils books are healthy could 
look at “ investing” in this site. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

I don't know 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Council budget planning must put aside the thought that they always know better ways 
to spend money than the rate payers themselves. 

Which group of ratepayers can say with certainty that their future income growth will 
match the councils proposed growth. When there is inflation or other impacts hitting 
the economy it must not just be tax and ratepayers carrying the burden by cutting back 
it must be governments both local and central!. 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Bike Ways, Raised pedestrian crossings slowing down traffic. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Makes sense.Keep traffic moving. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Qualified Traffic engineers performance juged on traffic flowing. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

"Traffic calming" 

 

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: 

Like having savings in the bank for a "rainy day" 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the 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: 

Auckland council has clearly proven it does not have the KSA for this operation. 
(Knowledge, Skills and Abilities.) 

 

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's an investment, returns should be used for specific beneficial projects, not to pay for 
rubbish colection. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Shouls start moving the Port elsewhere in any case. 

 

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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Move the whole port out of Downtown. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

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. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

OK 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Relieve traffic congestion especially inner city, motorways etc., 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No more cycle lanes as we never see anyone using them - many still use the footpaths 
! 
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Also these cycle lanes are using up road space and traffic especially the large buses 
are having trouble staying in their allotted road space. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Unnecessary proposals, just any waste of our rates. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More roading is needed urgently. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes, road works eg orange cones are everywhere!! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Not really interested in this project. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Its an economic preference. 
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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: 

Because its worked ok so far, so keep doing 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: 

Because Auckland needs as much financial gain as possible. 

 

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: 

The public should benefit, we pay enough rates. 

 

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: 

Again I am keen that the public benefit. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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 

Do not 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? 

I am very supportive of curbing the spending so that we all can benefit - not just a 
lucky few. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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Most of them are a waste of tax payers money. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Not great 
 

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: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Develop affordable and quality high density housing to keep up with the demand of our 
growing population in Auckland. This must be addressed soon, or else there will be 
more homelessness or people in unsafe dwellings. 
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Improve public transport systems so that there is more of an incentive to take public 
transport than to drive private cars. This would also be imperative to meet the needs of 
the increasing population.  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Having an affordable and reliable public transport is paramount and should be 
Auckland Council's priority. If more people use public transport, there would be  less 
cars on the road, which would making cycling more appealing as it would be a lot 
safer. 

The CRL is also an important project which will improve our public transport and 
reduce congestion on the roads. 

Fast, reliable public transport just as important as housing because the ease of getting 
to work affects our overall quality of life. 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Developing an affordable and reliable public transport system 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

It is a nice idea in theory to have more urban cycleways- but there also needs to be 
more effort in making cycling safe and accessible for everyone ie. could introduce 
discount for purchasing bicycles, free cycling courses for adults, bike parking spots 
etc.  

If cycling to work is too difficult, most people would prefer just to use public transport 
anyway, so I don't think we should spend too much money on making cycleways. 
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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: 

If the stadium is not being utilised well and costing so much money to run, then it 
makes sense to re-assess the asset or operational management to put it to better use 
for the community. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support finding an alternative and sustainable way to increase the council's revenue. 

 

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? 

1067



#7086 
 
Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

Support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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: 

Not happy with reduced pedestrian and cycleway proposals and spending, despite 
what central government might say 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

As above 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No new roading, just maintenance of current roading 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Facility already in place, North Shore needs such a facility 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Future fund is a solid idea, I just have some reservations about selling off Airport 
shares as this enterprise is likely to continue to make a good investment as domestic 
and international travel expands : how would this stack up against the possible returns 
that the future find might attract? 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I prefer the POA to remain in public ownership, particularly now as it is showing better 
financial outputs under the new management regime 

 

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 like the long term concept thinking of the Future investment plan 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 like the opportunity to open up more of the waterfront to the general public that this 
plan offers. We have a wonderful waterfront and not enough of it is accessible to the 
public 

 

1074



#7125 
 
5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

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? 

I prefer to see fees and charges fairly balanced across all communities of interest 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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Got my vote 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am hoping that the planned Gowing Drive to the walk /cycleway facility is going 
ahead
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

It isn't about doing less or doing more as proposed, rather I would like to see Auckland 
Council return rates to a fair contribution for core services and stop charging on a 
property wealth basis.  Council seems to be all things to all people funding everything 
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as if it was Government.  It is time Government funded large infrastructure projects 
from taxes.  This is a fairer and more transparent distribution of cost.   

I believe Council should stop the rates subsidy.  This reflects that rates are a blunt tool 
that doesn't work; putting a higher burden on perceived "wealthy" property owners. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Generally speaking I support the ideas put forward here; I think changes the Mayor 
has made in a short period of time are excellent.  However, raised pedestrian crossing 
support safer streets.  That along with cycleways makes streets more liveable (more 
people out and about, more friendly environments) so I don't support the reduction of 
spending on these initiatives. 

I would like to see a greater push by schools to have their students walking to get to 
school.  There is far too much congestion in local areas created by parents driving 
children to their local school. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways. 

Oversight and scrutiny of invoices/charges to Council by contractors to drive more 
transparency and reduces costs. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I have confidence in this initiative because it has been proposed by the current Mayor.  
I have concerns about the future of such a fund under different leadership.  The fund 
would need to be enshrined in some way like the Govt Super Fund. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

Other 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

I'm very concerned about the way the Orakei Board operates.  While its intention 
maybe to support the entire board area, I'm not sure this is seen in its outcomes.   

I understand the Board is going to primarily work with the Auckland Area Community 
Networ 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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No I don't agree with the proposals in the 10 year plan.  I think the Orakei Board needs 
to reset and re-evaluate what it should do for the whole board area.  I don't support 
any plan for a targeted rate. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

The new funding model: population (80%), deprivation (15%), land (5%).  Rates are 
based on land value, therefore households paying higher rates don't necessarily 
benefit from those.  This becomes a problem when you have some intensification.  St 
Heliers as an example.  The number of houses on one particular street in this suburb 
has doubled over the last 20 years and there is more intensification approved for 58 
dwellings.  Residents pay above average rates.  Streets look neglected, with worn 
roads, broken curbing, patchwork footpaths, dead or missing trees and poor shape or 
size of those remaining.  Intensification in existing areas has a serious impact on 
neighbours.  Council is not diligent in using development retention monies to repair 
public areas damaged and no general funding is allocated to address issues despite 
this general deterioration in surroundings.  As a result of what I've witnessed over the 
last 20 years I have concerns about the way funds are allocated and spent.  I believe 
there is a general unfairness which negatively impacts residents on streets, where 
higher rates are paid, and intensification occurs due to the perceived desirability of an 
area.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As 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 all the rubbish on the side of the roads including getting rid of weeds and 
invasive trees and weeds on the side of roads. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

All these cycle lanes. Not everyone can cycle plus these areas can't be cleaned 
properly so a lot of the cyclists still use the roads. 

Stop the raised pedestrian crossings plus reduce the number of pedestrian crossings 
especially on round abouts and at road junctions 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland Transport seem to do what they want and spend massive amounts of money 
when a more realistic budget/spend could have achieved the same result.  

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

The basics. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

The nice to haves. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The Community Know's best. But their Mandate should be you manage it including 
making it pay for itself, 
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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: 

Why set up yet another Department! 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I don't believe that currently the Ports of Auckland have been managed well. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 
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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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Ok 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Spend more of the Transport allocation in building more roads, and less on "safety 
Improvements" - no more speedhumps and unnessary traffic lights 

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 of the arts and minority festivals 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Build more main arterial and connecting roads to ease congestion and stop previously-
planned initiatives, such as some raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Removing speed humps along main arterial roads 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Building more kerbside gardens which only cut down parking spaces 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it outright and invest the money in the Akl Future Investment Fund 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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 need to free up cash 
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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: 

Leasing option brings in more cash return over time 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

We need the cash for other things 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Turn them into green spaces and retail spaces with bars and restaurants. The view 
and location is wasted on wharf activities. 

 

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. Support 

Continue the planned roll 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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Overall ok 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Light rail to the airport 

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: 

Don't stop pedestrian and cycleway initiatives. Do more of those. Remove on-street 
parking on all arterial roads 24/7. Light rail to the airport. Congestion charging and 
road tolls. Charge for on-street parking in busy areas 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

See above 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roads. Spend on active and public transport initiatives 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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: 

Also, please change the name of Captain Cook Wharf 

 

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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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: 

Why Create another entity/bureaucracy with all its costs and diversions/distractions.  
Yes, sell the AIA shares, by getting council candidates to state their position and 
getting a mandate mandate from voters based on that at the next election. Use 
proceeds from sale Of AIA shares and other sources to pay down debt and create 
head-room under the current structure for planned and unforeseen expenditures 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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, 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

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 

Not Important 

1116



#7230 
 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-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? 

Support 

 

Tell us why 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

nope 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

cut free concerts and Council run events. communities and sponsors will pay 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

we want less projects; and more that are finished on time with less delays 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

traffic lights that operate only at peak times. road repairs 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

zero more raised intersections or pedestrian crossings. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

if it can't stand on its own financially, it needs to be leased to someone who can 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

the airport doesnt need local government equity 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: 

the port should stand on its 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: 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

Quay street has been a mess for years and years. Council reconfiguring wharves will 
take as long and be used in weekends at most. Transport and water are more 
important use of funds 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

resilience spending seems to be missing in these questions. 

transport, water, rubbish and resilience must be the focus of Council's spend 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

OLB's goal should be to support local organisations to deliver on much of the projects.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

It has to be done 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

If the funds are well managed we need to do everything to keep growing.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

more spending on arts and culture 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

1131



#7261 
 

less spending on sports 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

enabling more community use would be good but overall i feel we over invest in sports 
as a country 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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: 

a 35 year lease does not allow flexibility and ability to respond to climate, economic or 
other changes 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

a split between council services and the Auckland Future fund 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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 notion of increasing truck and rail does not appeal 

 

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. 

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. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less raised pedestrian crossings, in fact almost everything AT is doing to "improve" 
roads (whilst actually making them worse) would happily stop in my preferred 
outcome. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I fully support stopping some previously-planned initiatives (raised crossings and 
cycleways).  I partially support plans for network optimisation.  I do not believe money 
is being well-spent on public transport and do not support further investment here (for 
example, the blow out on expenditure of the CRL is reprehensible given the severely 
limited impact the final product will have on transport, but the devastating impact it has 
had on businesses and residents who will ultimately endure close to a decade of noise 
and severe disruption.  Furthermore the ongoing cost burden is completely out of 
context.  Multiple superior opportunities for considerably lower costs were available 
and not selected (e.g. paving rail lines and making them accessible to buses would 
have been completed years ago and had the potential to dramatically improve 
transport)). 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No.  I believe the council should be less involved than it is.  Most improvements are 
vanity projects that are poorly managed, hugely disruptive, and create gargantuan cost 
burdens that ratepayers are forced to pay for (for example the CRL, 2-laning of Quay 
Street (why? we need a means of transport to cross the city from west-east or vice 
versa).  I note that rates consistently increase at a rate greater than inflation.  Left 
unchecked eventually the council's budget will eclipse that of the entire domestic 
economy. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Absolutely.  "Cost-management" and delivering value to ratepayers does not feel like a 
priority to the Council.  I'd suggest your overheads and staff-effectiveness are poor.  
Supporting information is provided later in this submission. 
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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: 

Surplus funds should be returned to shareholders (i.e. ratepayers), not made available 
for the future whims and discretion of future councillors - who will perpetually be 
tempted by the opportunity to use funds for political gain or vanity projects to booster 
their own ego or personal profile (but may not be well considered or thought through - 
e.g. the CRL).  Regardless of what rules and restrictions may be implemented, 
industrious people will always find a way to circumvent these rules. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

See comments above.  In addition, the Port has demonstrated strong improvement in 
performance under the new leadership regime.  Any sale now would almost certainly 
undervalue the expected profits that the port is capable of generating through the 
nearterm.  It would represent yet another example of the wealth of the NZ public being 
transferred to more savvy offshore operators. 
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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: 

Returns on capital should be returned to the shareholders, in this case ratepayers.  
Without the discipline of generating and returning capital to its owners, the temptation 
will remain to misappropriate profits in pursuit of wasteful projects or personal 
agendas. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

I would hope the assets are genuinely used for public benefit. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

A thriving port is a critical piece of infrastructure for any growing city.  It is idealistic to 
think that Auckland could continue to be successful when its core ability to transfer 
goods is being shrunk.  Auckland's geography is internationally unique - its twin 
harbours have been the backbone of its success.  This success cannot be continued if 
the port is shrunk. 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

The council's core focus should be on local roads, rubbish collection, potable water, 
wastewater, and stormwater, and the provision of other public facilities.  Essentially, a 
service should meet a test of being a 'public good'.  Many of the projects note 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Between 2012 and 2019 I note the following: 

1. Auckland's population has increased from ~1.4m to ~1.6m (Stats NZ census data for 
2013 and 2018) 

2. The Auckland Council Group employee numbers have exploded from 8040 (2012 
Annual Report, pg 143 of Vol 3) to 12,538 (2019 Annual Report, pg 103 of Vol 3).  This 
represents a near 30% reduction in staff effectiveness in the intervening period 
adjusting for population change. 

3. It would appear inefficiency has its rich rewards, with the number of employees 
earnings &gt;$100k increasing from 1,165 in 2012 to 2,831 in 2019 (up by 143%).  
Furthermore, those earning greater than $300k have increased from 31 across the 
Group in 2012 to 60 today (up nearly 100%).   

It would be nice to see reversion in cost increases, as it is hard to identify genuine 
improvement in services received over this period.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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: 

People need to get out of cars and onto public transport.. that is a big priority so the 
money needs to be spent. Finish the Botany bus lane and start a Northwestern bus 
lane. Persuade the government not to build a harbour tunnel . 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

It would be preferable to consider redeveloping it, rather demolishing it. What a waste 
it would be and all the construction waste going to landfill as well. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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: 

If Council had lots of money it would be great to fund services. But after the 
devastating floods last year, it is apparent that a future fund needs to be instituted to 
be used for urgent and unexpected things. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

I think it would be great for rail to be used to bring shipments in. 

 

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. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Improve project planning coordination with service providers to reduce multiple work 
instances on the same site by differing service proves, to the extent of constraining 
some maintenance , or bring forward others by regulation site working permissions 
granted to all service operators.  Every party does not have a right to excavate roads,  
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footpaths and re route traffic at their will.  The disruption created costs more than their 
service value so Council should regulate their timing 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Integration of scheduling information for all transport modes with effective tools, like an 
enhanced AT app 

 

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: 

If it is costing that much then a managerial failure us implicit 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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Consider more radical financial thinking and not be inhibited by the traditions 
approaches.  This cannot be achieved by the current financial innovation capabilities 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Shift the port to the hauraki Gulf and provide deep water port plus underground rail 
connection to the Auckland network. No road link, all freight moves on rail 

 

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: 

It is too rigid thinking to now prescribe the beneficiaries of such a plan but the benefits 
must accrue to the underwriters, 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? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Revert all non used port land to the city 

 

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: 

Operations at Bledsoe are too hazardous to have at a city centre.  Ensure new port 
facilities are sufficient for essential ops and require private enterprise activities to 
establish assets at safe locations.  Auckland does not need to host them 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and 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 
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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. 

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. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No more $500k speed bumps AT. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Diversification, risk management 

 

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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Gives flexibility to enable the post to be moved and for Auckland’s waterfront to be 
redeveloped at an earlier date. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

1160



#7314 
 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

need to support cycleways 

strategies to encourage more people to use public transport as this is one of the 
biggest contributors to reducing carbon emissions 

this might mean carparks near bus stops 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

dont live in the area, not sure what its benefits are or the negatives of reducing those 
benefits 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

proposals would have to guarantee a better long term gain than the existing airport 
shares do. 
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Are there other non-financial benefits to having airport shares that we would lose? a 
say in airport operations for instance? 

Get rid of most of the Port. But dont build a stadium 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Retain ownership of land and wharves but get rid of port or substantially reduceDont 
know 

 

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 know enough about Auckland Future Fund. 

Can profits go to both extra funding of council services and future fund? 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Needs more info and public discussion of pros and cons. 

need to have better use of rail not trucks into Auckland 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

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). 

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.  
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

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 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Meadowbank community centre work already paid for so I dont understand why in this 
plan. 

Using words such as "continue" and "support" dont give a lot of detail 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

The mayors personal preference for engineering and infrastructure projects should not 
dominate. The Council also has responsibity for the arts and community development 
such as greater support for the Art Gallery and Citizens Advice Bureau. 

All work should take climate change into serious account, particularly reducing car 
usage. 

Big vision is needed for a long term Auckland, not just constant tinkering around the 
edges.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Public transport investment in rail 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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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: 

As long as the returns of the diversified fund is higher than those of the airport 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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We need to move the port of our Auckland so leasing it out makes no sense as you 
lose all flexibility to move it 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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 

1171



#7347 
 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As 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 support better public transport. Regarding dynamic lanes, I feel like this will just allow 
road capacity to grow slightly and then become congested again, so it won’t really 
solve anything. I’m disappointed that cycle ways and pedestrian crossings are being 
deprioritised - people deserve a range of quality transport options. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways and pedestrian crossings 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Any road improvements which are just designed to improve things for cars. Also, any 
road projects which are designed in a vacuum as solely a road, without tacking on 
pedestrian/cycle improvements at the same time. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Don’t live up north 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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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The reasons for the airport share sell down when explained last year made sense. 
Agree with the broader reasons above as well 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

Tough choice 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 
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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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Spend the money wisely! While I recognize and support the need to spend more to 
catch up after decades of neglect, every dollar needs a purpose. I worry that more 
money will deployed without a benefit. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less of stuff that seems virtuous but has no practical value. For example, all the raised 
pedestrian crossings that impede traffic flow and rarely see a pedestrian. Our a 
chuckle lane over the bridge. An expensive but frivolous idea. 

 

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? 

Free transport for students. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I'm not sure that port Owensville is necessary. If prefer to see private ownership with a 
set of caveats around what the port must do and can't do. 

 

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: 

50:50 split between funding council services and investing in the fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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. 

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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

This is a complex plan. I found it challenging to read and think about, but I read almost 
all of it, except for information on boards other than my own.  Providing options to 
spend more (or less) is radical and brave, especially in the current economic and 
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political climate and I fear that most people will not not read the plan and many who 
begin to read it will opt for spending less, thus condemning Auckland to becoming a 
3rd world city.  

I should say that I am in my 70s and will not see many of the benefits but I'm still 
opting to take the hard road and spend more. I should also confess that I can afford to 
spend a little more (not a lot) and might feel differently if I was struggling financially.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

More in the Natural Envionment and Envionmental Services 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Everything is good except I think we should continue building more cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

1189



#7360 
 
 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Increase the Natural Environment Targeted Rate 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Not Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less art, less statues, less of this kind of thing, especially while we're all struggling.  
Do the necessary, keep busses and trains going, fix pot holes. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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. 

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very 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. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less roads building, less massive car-centric developments. The fact that you lump 
everything into "Transport" shows that the council has no intention of trying to become 
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a better city that faces climate change head on. Also, less brand advertising for council 
and CCOs seriously, one of the worst things about taking the bus, is being in a dark 
grubby tube because of advertising about how electric busses are the future, this 
serves no purpose. 

 

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, public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roading and car emphasising infrastructure 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I would prefer that profitability was not a strong priority over creating a port that meets 
climate goals, and the needs of the people. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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: 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

Pretty boring plan, everything here are community initiatives. As I have been a peart of 
a few, this looks like board politicians are going to continue to claim hard community 
work, while reaping the political benefits and doing next to nothing (in fact c 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Boring, uninspired, shameful. Such a great location for an ecological and climate focus 
squandered. 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

It seems pretty clear that this was a waste of time. Reading the LTP and how the 
options were framed (even with the preferred option in green) makes me think that you 
are just looking to tick a box.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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 continue 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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Albert-Eden,Ōrākei 

 

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Celebrating different people and cultures, 
bringing people together with fun and 
engaging activities, and reducing barriers 
for those who might struggle to connect 
with council or others in the community. 

Fairly Important 

Continuing our environmental work through 
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting 
volunteer pest control and planting groups 
and helping community climate action 
through our Climate Activator. 

Fairly Important 

Planning for how our parks and open space 
can respond to growth, making the most of 
what we have, balancing different uses and 
connecting green spaces together. 

Fairly Important 

Supporting our community groups with 
funding, information, learning new skills and 
building their capability and networks. 

Very Important 

Settling in at the new, medium-term location 
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to 

Very Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to 
minimise waste and improve environmental 
and climate outcomes. 

Fairly Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Investment funds to bring financial resilience to environmental and cultural projects. 

More cycle paths and public transport improvements 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Investment in road infrastructure 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not support stopping investment in cycleways - we should aim to reduce the use of 
cars, and not make it more difficult for people to cycle. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Green infrastructure - roof gardens and other green places within the urban space 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roads and petrol stations apprearing everywhere 

 

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: 

It will give financial resilience to 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: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 
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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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Support sport and recreational activities, such as beach volleyball to enable more 
access to different sport for the broader community 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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: 

Stopping pre-planned initiatives like cycle ways and pedestrian access seems counter 
productive to supporting public transport, environment and health in our communities. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Safe cycle ways will directly affect the amount of people willing to commit to reducing 
drive-time and concerns for young people riding bikes. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Contractors who are slower than paint drying in the rain. The culture around working 
for council is that the budget is endless and the time to complete project (but keep 
getting top dollar) is reflective of this culture. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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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: 

Prime location for a world class event stadium... 

if more shipping is done through RAIL (not truck) then other aspects of the proposal 
will need to be upheld. 

 

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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revise after this long term plan of 10 years. Re-assess pros and cons and lease 
opportunities. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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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. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki,Ōrākei 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 
whenua through project delivery, including 
Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 
Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 
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Deliver community climate initiatives such 
as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 
Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 
plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 
and addressing local safety concerns 
enhancing the overall sense of safety within 
our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 
opportunities through our local economic 
broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 
parks and facilities through our community 
grants. 

Very Important 

Tell us why 

Community is key in this area. Community led anything with get stonier buy in and long 
term support. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

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. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

Very Important 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

Very Important 

 

Tell us why 

Youth led initiatives are great, but get the Boomers involved and accountable. 

 
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 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why 
 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development  

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Good for the environment 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

It would be good for further community involvement 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The airport would likely be more efficiently managed 

 

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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Port would have better 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: 

It would benefit the wider Auckland community 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

It would help improve logistics within the community 

 

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 area needs redevelopment 

 

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. 

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. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

The facilities would benefit the whole community 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Do not support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

I do not support any targeted rates in our area. We are already paying a substantially 
higher council rates with fewer amenities compared to other local areas.  Residents do 
not trash the few facilities provided here. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Sell the facility at Tagalad Reserve, not all residents need access to a  neighbourhood 
facility in Mission Bay. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Continue to provide the basic services i.e. weekly rubbish collection, keep our streets 
clean, safe neighbourhood, maintain our roads and public transport.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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 Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Roading 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cultural events 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

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 

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? 

Ōrākei,Waiheke 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

Waiheke Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waiheke in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Delivering core council operational 
services, such as mowing, track and facility 
maintenance, and the library. 

Very Important 
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Programmes which protect, restore, and 
enhance the island’s natural environment, 
and initiatives that provide opportunities for 
community connectedness, capability and 
resilience. 

Fairly Important 

Working with our community and 
businesses to progress actions within the 
Waiheke Island Climate Action Plan. 

 

Not Important 

Progressing recommended actions within 
the Waiheke Local Parks Management Plan 
and the Rangihoua Reserve and Onetangi 
Sports Park Reserve Management Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Working with mana whenua and 
mataawaka to identify and respond to their 
needs and aspirations. 

Not Important 

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira 
Reserve playground. 

Fairly Important 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waiheke 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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less spending on maintaining existing council buildings i.e. sell off surplus buildings. 
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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? 

council operated trains and buses - why have a double decker bus during off peak 
hours - utilize smaller buses. 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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Why after a good existing operation - I didn't agree that a future fund is necessary as 
insurance should cover all future contingencies. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I think that upgrading part of the wharf to accommodate cruise liners is a good thing 
but do not touch Bledisloe wharf! 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Do not support. 

The costs associated with other districts should be levied again the rates that they 
already pay. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 
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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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 think you'd need to know who was going to lease it to make a better-informed 
decision. The new leadership is more focused on getting back to basics and keeping 
people safe. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to 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: 

Especially when they get back to a decent annual dividend. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Not sure if operational lease will be good for the workers. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Better placed to make a nice "precinct" alongside Queens & Princes. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Would make a great Cruise Terminal! 

Old Shed 10 is a bit of an embarrassment and looks transient. 

It is an important industry for Auckland, with cruise ships bringing in millions of dollars 
of spend. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Make climate change an explicit priority 

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: 

Don't know enough to make an informed choice - never been to the stadium 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems like a prudent financial plan 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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 

I don't know 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
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? 

Continue to support the Orakei-Remuera Citizens Advice Bureau with premises and 
funding
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I would like for the council to stick to doing council basics well to enable council to 
operate within budget and demonstrate fiscal responsibility i.e. water, environment, 
storm water. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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I would like council to stop trying to be all things to all people which generally results in 
long term wasted rate payer funding i.e. events, gold plated cycle ways (I have cycled 
all my life and own 4 bikes), expensive CBD street upgrades & speed bumps sprayed 
everywhere (many international cities much larger than Auckland don't have anywhere 
near the number of speed bumps on their streets) and over the top traffic management 
practices. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The new transport proposals seem to be based on common sense which is great and 
is pragmatic step in the right direction. Hopefully if these changes come to pass there 
will be genuine savings but also some positive improvements. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Possibly improved infrastructure in the future when council books are in order i.e. more 
commuter ferries, additional heavy rail (Onehunga to Airport/Airport Puhuinui) 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Nice to have policies that in reality do not add value or support the real, long term  
issues that the city faces i.e. excessive cycle lanes, expensive traffic management 
processes, expensive bus ways. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland has too many substandard stadiums many of which are not fit for purpose, 
operate at a loss and have have limited transport connections. 
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Auckland should have one major stadium of international standard in the downtown 
CBD area. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

In principle I agree with this policy but the realised funds could also be used to reduce 
debt and improve infrastructure. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Leasing the port operation will deliver improved efficiencies and profitability. 

This is unlikely to happen if council maintains indirect management control over the 
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: 

The Auckland future fund is a good idea in the longer term. I the short term the realised 
funds are probably needed more for the reduction of debt and the upgrading of 
infrastructure. 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Self-insurance is a good idea if the future fund was to go ahead. 

 

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: 

Use the two wharves for as long as they are required. They should then be transferred 
back to council when no longer needed for high quality development purposes i.e. 
waterfront stadium or theme park. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Use the wharf for as long as it is required. It should then be transferred back to council 
when no longer needed for high quality development purposes i.e. waterfront stadium 
or theme park. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and 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. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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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? 

Regarding the differential strategy. Businesses have the ability to include rates 
expenses as a business expense which reduces the financial impact. Domestic rate 
payers do not have the same ability to offset rates and other household expenses as a 
business expenses. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

I would like the local community board to focus on several important environmental 
issues (which should be funded via rates) and avoid the nice to do objectives which 
should be funded directly by the users/stakeholders. 

 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Keep focused on maintaining the environment and the available budget. The other 
proposed improvement options are generally good and will add value, but should the 
funding be via rate payers only when many others will benefit from the proposed 
improvements. 

 

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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Increased funding for transport so that there are more buses. Improve reliability and 
regularity. 

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: 

Increased investment and increase in the current levels of transport would be 
beneficial. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Making public transport faster and more reliable. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Since there is low utilization and attendance, less investment in the stadium would not 
impact the community. The funding should be directed to other matters. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

More returns to be used to fund council operations is something I support. 

 

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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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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? 

Albert-Eden 

 

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Celebrating different people and cultures, 
bringing people together with fun and 
engaging activities, and reducing barriers 
for those who might struggle to connect 
with council or others in the community. 

 

Continuing our environmental work through 
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting 
volunteer pest control and planting groups 
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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. 

 

Supporting our community groups with 
funding, information, learning new skills and 
building their capability and networks. 

 

Settling in at the new, medium-term location 
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to 
investigate what the long-term library 
solution might be and how we will fund it. 

 

Working with the community on activations 
in the Mt Albert Civic Square. 

 

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to 
minimise waste and improve environmental 
and climate outcomes. 

 

Tell us why 

More support and funding for events and services in the area would be good. I support 
the shift to a Feirer funding model. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sensible. 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 

With Auckland's rapidly growing North Shore, green space is essential.  Also, there will 
be much greater use with better management.  Thinking ahead, it will be a valuable 
asset for 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

AIAL shares are valuable and once sold, cannot be bought again.  The Auckland 
Future Fund is a good idea, but maybe put a little of the rate increases into the fund 
and some return from the Port of Auckland which is improving under new 
management. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

It will be beneficial in the long term to retain control of the Port of Auckland.  
Apparently, some port in Australia, that has a long-term lease, has the users 
complaining about rent increases.  It also limits what you could do with some of the 
land.  For example, moving the cars out of Auckland. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Use the profits and dividends to BOTH continue to use it to fund council services and 
invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

To improve and open up the Port area for public use. 

As the Council has recently sold the Downtown carpark, a big carpark would also be 
beneficial. 
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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 same as I noted for the Captain Cook and Marsden wharves.  I understand the 
necessity of retaining port area for transportation of food to ensure its freshness.  But 
manufactured goods and cars could go elsewhere. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 
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Because it will improve the community.  I particularly want to see rats and other 
rodents eradicated. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Good. 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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? 

No, cost of living has gone up a lot and it is fine the way it is. No need to burden 
people with rate increase and provide unnecessary upgrades. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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If the council wants to focus on mitigating risks of flooding etc, it should charge people 
who live in flood prone areas to pay more instead of trying to put the burden on 
everyone else. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

As said, cost of living is sky high, if people want to use public transport, let them use. If 
you want general public to use public transport instead of private, just make public 
transport more reliable (bus/train service is a joke as it is unreliable) 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

None 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways etc. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Better use of land. With so many problems Aucklanders are facing, do we really need 
2 stadiums in the city? (Other being 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: 

Good idea. With AIAL shares being high, its a good time to sell them and use that 
money as it was invested keeping in mind that the money would be utilized in time of 
need (which is now) 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

All I can say is that it is not a good time to increase rates as people are struggling. So, 
the council needs to do what it can with its assets to not burden people with increased 
rates when they have money/assets that they can make use of. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

If council really needs the money for important projects, then the money needs to 
come from the returns of their investments. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Nope. Keep Future fund on hold for now and focus on the problems Aucklanders are 
having today. 

 

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: 

Not really necessary. There are enough entertainment options for people around 
Viaduct. There is really no need to reduce Port operations when it can be used for 
generating money for the Council. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As I said before, use it so Auckland port can generate money from it and give to 
Council for investing/using. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 

1300



#7740 
 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

None 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Most of the initiatives are fairly localized. Focus on the climate change ones first (the 
waterways improvements, safety in all neighbourhoods and working on our 
environments). 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Its a good budget but needs more local consultation with the public. 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Nope.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly 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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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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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 continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Not Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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 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? 

more traffic cameras for those who abuse the carpool 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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I would like the council to do less community programs. they are a nice to have, really 
cant afford them. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

fares for public transport need to be cheaper. It is too expensive, especially if you want 
traffic congestion to decrease 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

no 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

public transport fares 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Prefer to get an independent enquiry about what to do about it 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think its a good idea generally. But need more information 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

The option selected is a better idea 

 

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 idea there 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Not Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

need to bring down costs. we are in a costs of living crisis! 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

need to cut programs, we cant afford them 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Surface light rail and improvements to public transport 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

1322



#7864 
 
 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Need better public transport 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Light rail and public transport service improvements 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

New roads 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

More public and accessible waterfront for public 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Both 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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  

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: 

Roading restrictions in infrastructure is choking productivity. 

No more reduced restrictions on speed from 50-30etc 

No more ridiculous raised pedestrian crossings 

Maint work to be carried out at night time not in peak times during the day 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Monitoring and charging for minimum speeding and focus on real crime! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Shut it down it doesn't really get used. 

Sell the land off for residential development and use the proceeds to improve the 
bridge crossing or transport improvement 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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Does the council really get involved in it now? 
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Engage someone that can get best returns 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Its not being run efficiently now is it! 

Sell it off with underlying land and infrastructure control to a real International Logistics 
management company that can provide efficiencies in freight handling 

 

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: 

More transparent - we need to know where the spending is going and is it sensible 
channeled expenditure. To date Council spending in excessive people and outsourced 
services is / has been ridiculous 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

1329



#7892 
 

Frankly the port is now in the wrong place and a bigger thought process as to where it 
could be relocated. Retain the Luxury liner access for tourism spend but move the 
freight port elsewhere 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Who knows as given the transport infrastructural challenges whatever the alternative is 
for public benefit - who's going to use it. 

The city as a whole is no longer a 'wanted' place to go really. 

 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

Ōrākei,Waiheke 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

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. 

I don't know 

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 

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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

Waiheke Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waiheke in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Delivering core council operational 
services, such as mowing, track and facility 
maintenance, and the library. 

 

Very Important 

Programmes which protect, restore, and 
enhance the island’s natural environment, 
and initiatives that provide opportunities for 
community connectedness, capability and 
resilience. 

Fairly Important 

Working with our community and 
businesses to progress actions within the 
Waiheke Island Climate Action Plan. 

 

Fairly Important 

Progressing recommended actions within 
the Waiheke Local Parks Management Plan 

Not Important 
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and the Rangihoua Reserve and Onetangi 
Sports Park Reserve Management Plan. 

Working with mana whenua and 
mataawaka to identify and respond to their 
needs and aspirations. 

Not Important 

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira 
Reserve playground. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

The island is beautiful and needs preservation for sure. 

People who live there and visit there respect it and care for it. 

Council spend needs to reflect in the core needs such as 

- better roading, perhaps some footpaths wouldn't go a miss 

- better road s 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waiheke proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

In the main agree but channel the funds in the right places that will make residents and 
visitors alike have equal benefits as mainland Auckland. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Only one - we have a leader now that talks some sense. 

Lets ensure he has similar sensible minds and rain-makers alike... just common sense 
and aligned decsions. 

Otherwise this City will drop down further into the doldrums!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More cycleways. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

1335



#7930 
 
 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Focus should be on increasing the revenue from car parking to fund transport 
improvements. A lot of land is taken up by free street parking or parking rates that are 
too low to incentivise alternative modes of transport. 

Remove free street parking from all town centres. Create parking benefit areas that 
can use the revenue from on-street parking to fund pedestrian and cycleway facilities. 

Look at introducing higher rates on large off-street carpark owners, malls, and 
shopping centres to fund public transport, and cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways. Especially the connection from Gowing Drive to Glen Innes to Tamaki drive 
shared path is up for delay again. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Any project that widens roads, remove car parking first. 

Any project that prioritises private motor vehicles over active modes of transport, and 
public transport. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Opportunity for local community sports to use facilities surrounding the stadium. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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? 

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 

Do not 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? 

Propose user pays for general waste based on volume not general rates for all of 
Auckland. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

I don't know 

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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Great - Fully support Gowing Drive connection to shared path 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 less 

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? 

Get the city centre sorted - it is an embarassing disgrace.  Aotea Sq looks apocalytic, 
grey and grubby.  The beautiful Town Hall is now practically invisible behind fences, 
etc.  Queen Street remains a virtual no go area despite no cars - who would want to go 
there?  Bemused and dazed tourists wandering around looking for something, 
anything that tells them they are in a vibrant city centre. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less money on cycleways - many are underused for example, the cycleway past 
Purewa and Meadowbank Station have almost know one using it and the path is so 
wide you could drive a tank along it - waste! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Get AT under control - they speed humps and raised pedestrians crossings are a 
hazard not a help - travelling with a baby in a carseat over these bumps is nerve 
wracking.  Stop the work on cycleways and improve footpaths - everyone can walk - 
not everyone can cycle. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Footpaths - hazards abound for walkers and young mums with prams. Get rid of raised 
ped crossings and speed bumps 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Building is ugly, selling the precinct land would generate revenue.  Change of 
management needed to ensure the stadium is part of the council promotional activity - 
feels like a white elephant in the middle of nowhere. 
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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: 

Not in favour of a CCO to manage the fund if the performance of AT as a CCO is 
anything to go by! But in general, a good way for council to have access to a revenue 
stream that will ensure easier to plan for the future 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Would allow better planning with a known revenue stream and future returns via the 
Akld 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? 

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? 

1344



#7955 
 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Its a wasteland at the bottom of the city.  Could be an inviting multi purpose public 
space 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

No clear idea what could be done with the space and do not want to see more freight 
moved by road and the totally inadequate rail service 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

Support 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

more separated cycle ways like the one beside the western motorway. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

support cycleways, not raised pedestrian crossings. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

bus ways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Light rail. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

We have too many stadiums for the size of our city. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

open up the waterfront to the public 

 

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 up the waterfront to the public 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei,Waiheke 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Good. Ideally get on with the develop and enhance facilities at The Landing 
 

Waiheke Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waiheke in 2024/2025? 
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I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Delivering core council operational 
services, such as mowing, track and facility 
maintenance, and the library. 

 

Fairly Important 

Programmes which protect, restore, and 
enhance the island’s natural environment, 
and initiatives that provide opportunities for 
community connectedness, capability and 
resilience. 

Very Important 

Working with our community and 
businesses to progress actions within the 
Waiheke Island Climate Action Plan. 

 

Not Important 

Progressing recommended actions within 
the Waiheke Local Parks Management Plan 
and the Rangihoua Reserve and Onetangi 
Sports Park Reserve Management Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Working with mana whenua and 
mataawaka to identify and respond to their 
needs and aspirations. 

Fairly Important 

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira 
Reserve playground. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waiheke proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

good 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation 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? 

Spend much less if anything on the maintenance of council owned golf courses and 
racecourses. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I strongly support improvement and investment in public transport, particularly rail. I 
also support network optimisation. I oppose the cancellation of the previously planned 
initiatives. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Investment in public transport, particularly rail 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Maintenance, improvement and expansion of the road network 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland has too many stadiums for each to be used sufficiently. Redeveloping the 
North Harbour site will improve the use and profitability of other stadiums, allow the 
area to be put to a more socially beneficial use and generate financial savings and 
gains for the council which should be used to finance a future fund instead of the 
Auckland Airport shares. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

I strongly support the idea of a future fund as it seems increasingly necessary to fund 
the investments we will need to make in the next 10 years. However, I strongly oppose 
the plan to sell the council’s airport shares. These shares can and have been used in 
the past to appoint members to the board of the airport to give Aucklanders a say in 
the management of this vital asset. I do not wish to see Aucklander’s remaining 
democratic influence upon the airport pawned off for a one-time hit of cash. I strongly 
suggest the council consider financing a future fund by selling off the racecourses and 
golf courses it owns and selling or redeveloping underused stadiums. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

I would prefer a shorter lease of about 10 years to trial the leasing model. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

I would prefer a partial investment of the profits and dividends into the future fund but 
that most would continue to be used to fund council services. This would allow 
services to continue to be funded with some extra revenue earning measures or 
savings while still growing the future fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

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. 

I don't know 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Tell us why 

The preservation of the invaluable natural areas as well as the improvement of 
connectivity in our community should be top priorities. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I would urge the board to consult with experts to evaluate the priorities. 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I strongly emphasise that the council should use it stake in Auckland Airport to appoint 
members to the airport board rather than shortsightedly pawn off the shares for a one-
time cash hit. Instead I would strongly point to selling or redeveloping council owned 
golf courses, racecourses and stadia to finance the future fund.
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'We missed you.' Auckland Airport preparing to once again become Auckland's gateway a!er the pandemic. Photo: Getty
Images

COMMENT

Don't sell Auckland airport shares – there is
an alternative
Auckland local government luminary Sir Barry Curtis says Wayne Brown and Auckland
Council are taking short-term and unnecessary action in pushing to sell the city’s shares
in Auckland Airport

by Sir Barry Curtis
12/03/2023

Opinion: Auckland faces the prospect of its strategic and intergenerational shareholding in the

23/03/24, 7:12 PM
Page 1 of 4

# 7977
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Auckland International Airport being sold. This must never happen.

Having successfully fought the respective takeover proposals of Dubai Aerospace Enterprise
and the Canadian Pension Plan Investment Board in the period leading up to the council
amalgamation in 2010, I appeal to the citizens of Auckland to resist the current Auckland
Council Mayor’s proposal to sell our shares.

It makes no sense, and the Auckland public will be the loser. The current council shareholding
in the airport is strategic.

READ MORE:
* Auckland Airport issuing discounted shares to raise finances
* The rise and rise of Auckland Airport

The Auckland Council inherited the shares from only two of the amalgamating councils,
Manukau and Auckland. The other five territorial councils had long sold their interests. The
combined value inherited by Auckland Council was 22 percent of the Airport ownership. The
amalgamated council also inherited two Directors on the Board of the Airport company, one
nominated by Manukau, another separately nominated by Auckland City Council.

Unfortunately, in 2015, the Auckland Council chose not to follow this practice of nominating
a board member, a matter I find totally mystifying. Before Easter in 2020, the Auckland
International Airport company board utilised fast track Covid-19 rules to raise $1.2 billion in
capital, specifically excluding all major shareholders including the Auckland Council. This
resulted in the Auckland Council’s shareholding being reduced to 18.5 percent.

Considerable value was lost because, unlike the Manukau City Council, it failed to protect
ratepayer interests.

I campaigned strongly against the takeover proposals of the Emirates and the Canadians when
I was Mayor of Manukau.

Entry ports to our city, both air and sea, are vital infrastructure to the Auckland and national
economies and indeed, our security interests. They must not be forsaken. Only local public
ownership, in part or whole, can safely secure the long-term interests of our city.

To protect Manukau’s interests the council purchased additional shares to lift its shareholding
above 10 percent. This provided us with a ‘blocking share’ to protect our ownership. We
participated in capital raising to protect our value and stop the diluting of our significant
shareholding.

We successfully lobbied Central Government to change the rules around foreign ownership.

23/03/24, 7:12 PM
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We received regular, ongoing and substantial dividends which assisted to achieve lower rates.

The value of Airport company shares continues to grow. At the time of the Canadian Pension
Fund’s first bid in 2007 the shares were listed at $2.80 per share. The offer was for $3.65 a
share. Dubai Aerospace bid was slightly more. Since amalgamation, the combined value of
Manukau and Auckland’s shares have more than tripled, a gain of $1.2 billion to Aucklanders.
The current value is over $8 a share.

The Auckland Council has received well over half a billion dollars in dividends and a share
buy-back from 2010. While no dividends have been received during the Covid pandemic,
AIAL has indicated a resumption shortly.

The value of the Auckland Airport company, with its very large commercial and retail
interests, will continue to grow. The Auckland Airport was built with public monies. It was
owned and developed by the former Auckland Regional Authority until corporatised by
central government in 1988. The Company was established with local government in
Auckland owning 51 percent, but unfortunately, all but Manukau and Auckland sold their
ownership interests.

I can only surmise at the huge loss of value and income by these other councils. The current
Mayor of Auckland believes that being the largest shareholder is not strategic. This is simply
not true.

The combined leadership of the two pre-amalgamation councils proved that a significant
shareholding of around 20 percent does offer the opportunity to nominate directors onto the
board to influence the direction of the company.

Good leadership involves long term vision, strategy and communication. Successful civic
leadership requires that those leaders work in the best interests of the diverse communities
they represent.

In this case the Auckland Council must protect the city’s interest in New Zealand’s main
gateway to the world. It must not use short-term thinking and sell our shares in the Airport
company. It must be more aggressive in strategically managing our shareholding.

Selling the shares will only give a very short term ‘band aid’ to council finances without
addressing the root causes. If the Auckland Council cannot do these things, Auckland must
take another look at governance in the region. The non-adopted recommendations of the 2010
Royal Commission into Auckland should be a start. We would at least have a more
competitive and contestable environment on critical issues such as income and cost
management as well as the strategic airport shareholding.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

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. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 

Fairly Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Do not proceed with fairer funding. It’ does not achieve what is actually needed for the 
lower income board areas
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

(a) Astute commercial management; this is staffing Council organizations with people 
who spend money as if it was their own. 

(b) Published cost data, while rumours abounded of the 30k, ..., 300k speed bumps 
these measures will get called out earlier if actual data is available. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

(a) Need to hold contractors to account  (quality, cost).     Paying for poor outcomes is 
too common.     

(b) Speed bumps and similar that seemingly gold plated / paved.    Seems there is no 
common sense test of what is a reasonable cost / outcome.    The Speed-bump 
question could do with presentation of expected and resulting road safety savings. 

(c) Cones - while careful on arguing against H&S suggest this industry needs cost / 
benefit analysis.    Observations of Auckland and NZ practices seem excessive 
compared to other cities.   First hand experience is that it can cost almost as much for 
cones / street mgmt as doing the works, which must be reflected in (absence of) 
national productivity. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Higher density will add demands for improved public transport services and vehicle 
movement. 

Use of existing assets.   Stop spending on measures that add limited- / no- value. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Basic road maintenance.  Lack of maintenance now will be costly in time. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

As proposal, stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as some raised 
pedestrian crossings and cycleways. 

Updating footpaths that where ok and the same road needs maintenance. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Only interested if selling assets if the money is used to buy/develop new assets.    If 
the money is used on operating expenses then it perpetuates living beyond Council's 
means. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Only interested if selling assets if the money is used to buy/develop new assets.    If 
the money is used on operating expenses then it perpetuates living beyond Council's 
means 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Build fund for future use. 

 

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: 

Leave as commercial income.     

Transfer to public space will cost to transform and maintain. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Keeps the Port as viable commercial area.    The viaduct is the public space. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 

Not Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Keep focus on macro outcomes and minor points such as businesses, groups etc fund 
themselves. 

Want best value for money. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

I don't mind paying more rates but I want better value for money from Council and less 
bureaucracy.  I want the best minds on planning and design and the toughest minds 
holding people accountable for delivering the requisite quality within budget and on 
time.   
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Three main factors affect a bureaucracy's ability to deliver: 1. Setting budgets (dollars 
and human resources inputs) for all in-house and other projects under their control. 2. 
Setting and keeping to deadlines for all in-house and other projects under their control. 
3. Holding those in decision-making positions, right down the line, accountable for 
delivering outcomes to budget and programme.   

In addition, engender a feeling of pride in what Auckland delivers for all its citizens - 
even if this means less focus on what each individual wants. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Spend less money and resources to deliver outcomes.  Develop an outcome-focussed 
approach, not a process-focussed approach. Trim bureaucracy.   

I want Auckland to be great. I want Aucklanders to care more about infrastructure and 
community services, water, transportation and recognize the fact that quality systems 
cost money. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't cut back on what cycleways and the like. Cut back on raised pedestrian 
crossings. Deliver more for less. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Council overheads and bureaucracy. Fewer meetings, fewer reports. Deliver more 
using less resources using quality minds and efficient processes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future 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 could be persuaded to click Proceed, but I am sceptical about the figures quoted 
comparing status quo with the Fund. There are advantages in having a Fund - 
flexibility being one. But retaining a sense of ownership of airport and port are a 
significant factor in developing Aucklanders' pride in their city.  This should not be 
undervalued. 

 

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: 

Let's do things better and take pride in our achievement rather than handing over 
operations to a third party. 

 

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 would click both the top items but have reservations on both. What matters most is 
that the Port works efficiently and delivers on the investment. 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

An appealing aspect of the Future Fund is the prospect of self-insurance.  It is worth 
looking at closely. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Generally in favour of more public access, but suspect the devil is in the detail. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Bledisloe Terminal looks like a strategic asset for Port expansion.  Not against the 
transfer, but convince me that the Port will not need it in future. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

I don't know 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
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? 

Infrastructure matters. 

Engineering matters. 

Community Services matter. 

Recognize this. Take interest in and be proud collectively.  

Be prepared to pay. Insist on good quality and value. 

Shift mindset from personal spending to spending that benefits community. Doesn't 
have to be 180deg shift. 

Don't mind spending more but insist on value for money over time. 

Project definition and outcomes matter - right down to the smallest in-house ones. 

Budgets matter  
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Deadlines matter! 

Accountability matters!  

Planning and design matter - quality minds needed. 

Building to specified standards matters - tough minds needed. 

Maintenance matters - look for value over time not least initial cost. 

In short, I don't mind paying more rates to get infrastructure and community facilities 
and services across the city I can be proud of. 

But I want the best minds on planning and design and the toughest minds holding 
people accountable and delivering the requisite quality within budget and on time.  

Be outcome focused, not process focused. 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Walking and cycling infrastructure and public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

Ōrākei,Waitematā 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

Waitematā Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitematā in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

Fairly Important 
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Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 
remediation and seismic strengthening, and 
progress physical works. 

 

I don't know 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

I don't know 

Deliver services and programmes that 
support youth activation, leadership, and 
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket. 

 

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. 

 

Fairly Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 
celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible. 

Very Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitematā proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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  

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? 

Climate action 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Low impact roading projects that just increase the number of cars on the road. 

Reduce costly sprawl. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Find ways to deliver cycleways projects cheaper, but deliver more of them. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reduce funding for roads if they're not contributing to modal shift 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

If it's not working now, change it. Should be sale of some of the precinct land as quite a 
few bits are unusused. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

The assets proposed to be sold are already providing a return. Sale would inevitably 
reduce options for the port land. 

 

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: 

Should not he locked in for 35 years to that use of the land. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Important revenue stream 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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.  

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. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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Support, but would like to see more emphasis on road safety and enabling activity and 
vibrancy in town centres. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

cycleways and other sustainable transport options 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

sealing rural gravel  roads that serve only a few rich people 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

would like greater emphasis on road safety for pedestrians and cyclists. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

no 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

new roads 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I want to buy some of the shares as i think the city is underestimating the future return 
and i can make money instead. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

1403



#8104 
 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue 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: 

other cities such as wellington have made great use of attractive waterfront for public 
space, bars and housing 
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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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 
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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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Strongly support efforts to create better and safer streets and public spaces for 
pedestrians in the CBD and other local centres to attract people and support local 
businesses
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation 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? 

Expand city rail link to be a city rail link. Not a central rail link. North, South, east, west 
is still crippled by excess congestion and no number of roading improvements or 
congestion charging will solve this. Make Auckland easy to navigate and non car 
dependent. Comparatively we are a very embarrassing destination to other major cities 
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with 'proper' rail and transport infrastructure. We have under invested for decades, quit 
messing around and get on with it. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No. Increase funding and get on with it. Look to non ratepayers who reside in Auckland 
to pay a share towards funding. Unbelievable that there is no residence tax. Think 
bigger, plan bigger. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Far too lacking in ambition. Feel like th CRL and transport goals are solving what 
should have been done over 4 decades ago and do not attempt to truly solve much 
mot than a fraction of what Auckland needs. what will future generations rely on when 
the populus grows beyond 2m, heck 2.5m which in 5-10 years could be very realistic. 
We can't handle 1.6m. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Light rail, monorail, airport rail, more frequent buses, express buses in common routes, 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Decarbonising ferries, port, new roads or highways. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Yes make Auckland better through funding and protecting assets but why ports 
operations need to be looked at? Seems like a money sinkhole that could be better 
spent elsewhere. If the ROI pays for improved rail and transport strategy then ok. 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Rail and public transport 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

I don't know 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

I don't know 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

I don't know 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Not interested in any of the developments 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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 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? 

1415



#8148 
 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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 

Support 

1417



#8148 
 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
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? 

1420



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Spend more on core infrastructure 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Spend less on "nice to have's" & make it easier for private investment to provide things 
other than core infrastructure 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transport is a core Council deliverable.  Spend more but also spend it efficiently.  
Stream line AT to get rid of unnecessary bureaucratic oversight & waste on 
unnecessary health & safety 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Get stuff done quickly & efficiently & avoid long periods of localised disruption for the 
sake of unnecessary health and safety. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Bureaucracy & excessive health & safety 

 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

NS Stadium is no longer fit for purpose.  A downtown waterfront stadium to replace 
Eden Park & reset Auckland Stadia strategy is likely to show NS stadium is not 
required & better redeveloped to fund core infrastructure deliverables 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Open up this part of the waterfront to the people of Auckland - the perfect place for an 
iconic waterfront stadium & precinct development (Wynyard Quarter benchmark) 

 

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: 

Council should not continue to operate the Port - end of story 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Transfer Captain Cook, Marsden & Bledisloe to enable an iconic waterfront stadium 
development 
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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: 

But quicker than 15 years.  Carpark is a disgrace 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei,Waitematā 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Focus on delivery of places & spaces for the community.  IF dine well the community 
will respond without the need to spend ratepayer money on encouraging community 
activity 

 

Waitematā Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitematā in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

Not Important 

Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 
remediation and seismic strengthening, and 
progress physical works. 

 

Not Important 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

Not Important 

Deliver services and programmes that 
support youth activation, leadership, and 
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket. 

 

Not Important 

Develop programmes that improve 
perceptions of safety within the City Centre, 
and our town-centres. 

 

Very Important 
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Support local communities to develop 
Emergency Planning & Readiness 
Response Plans. 

 

Fairly Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 
celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

Emphasis on delivery of quality places & spaces for the community.  IF does well the 
community will take full advantage with out unnecessary use of ratepayer funds 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitematā proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute.  I hope it makes a difference.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do 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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Remove the port out of Auckland cbd and transform it for public use, a world class 
stadium, and tourism 

 

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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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? 

Community policing and safety, student and adult education 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Municipal Park Development and Upgrading 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Children should continue to be free of charge for public transportation, and more 
bicycle lanes should be set up 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Repair of road surface damage 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Do not support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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 
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environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Do roading infrastructure projects 24/7, work crews in shifts around the clock, get 
projects completed as swiftly as possible. It will never be cheaper than it is today to do 
the work, this 9-5 Mon-Fri approach with an hour for lunch, 3 smoko's and a wind up 
and wind down period of minimal productivity is appalling. Look to Asia, Dubai where 
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projects of immense scale are up and done in 2yrs. So much cheaper than paying 
labour costs for 10yrs. 

People will not trust and use public transport until it is ruthlessly on time, frequent 
(every 10mins) and precision reliable. No strikes, power cuts, floods, accidents, flocks 
of flying pigs causing mayhem to the commuters' journey. You need to deliver the top 
of the line service BEFORE you can expect to get the trust and patronage of the 
public... you won't ever be a sustainable profitable service if you expect to do it the 
other way round. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop investing millions/billions in "cycle" as a meaningful mode of mass transport. It will 
never be so in Auckland. Our population is spread out over the area of greater London, 
our density is &lt;1/5 of greater London, peoples' living and working locations are 
disparate and not getting any closer as housing is unaffordable anywhere close to 
work, or work is in an undesirable location for families. Sort the roads and the public 
transport options - make it direct, fast, frequent and cheap. Toll the motorway 
infrastructure, make it user pays. Yes the consumer will be passed on the cost but that 
is an active choice not an enforced one. Ideally separate public transport from the 
normal roading infrastructure (trains, light rail, monorail etc. above the existing roading 
infrastructure - not instead of or beside on a painted on bus lane that weaves in and 
out of regular traffic flow causing holdups, congestion pinch points and accidents). Do 
roading projects once, with good quality materials and at a scale to be fit for 50yrs 
time, not just 5yrs, so many of our projects are not fit for purpose and volume before 
they are even finished. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Making it "easier to pay" is irrelevant to efficiency - we are not Sydney, London, New 
York, we don't have the numbers on our public transport avenues to make that a 
"pivotal" factor in our transport efficiency. It's also an expensive token gesture, full of 
marketing fanfare but tangibly delivering little to the customer in real terms. Also  tap 
and go public transport isn't a "new initiative' its old news and the basic standard in 
most modern city environments. Getting wheels rolling consistently on time, at a good 
speed and unhindered by holdups is what makes efficiency happen. 
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2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle lanes and bollards taking up normal street lanes + painted on bus lanes - all 
pointless. Buses should have separate roading ALL the way from point A to point B, 
and cyclists should be completely separate away from roading and traffic completely, 
not fits and starts here and there weaving in and out of lanes and regular traffic.  

Road cones and ridiculous "traffic management" expenditure, that stuff is out of 
control. The council could have it's own plastic recycling plant dedicated to road cone 
manufacture and make itself the key customer in NZ, that and "green waste bins" 
manufacture, another extravagant waste of money. One for every household in 
Auckland?!?!? Utterly pointless when 90% of us can't even separate our plastics 
properly, let alone our plant waste. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Changing operational management first gives the exisiting infrastructure/precinct an 
opportunity to improve its viability to pay it's way, become a more worthwhile  or 
enticing venture to invest further capital into,  and allows options for broader dialogue 
with the community about what the perceived needs are, options for how these could 
be met in a financially sustainable manner, and explore broader avenues for utilisation 
of the site that address mutliple objectives.  

Just selling a key bit of inner city green space infrastructure for a quick buck is a fire 
sale approach. We are unlikely to get a stadium anywhere near the central city again 
so we should pause before rushing into the sale. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

If we are not collecting a dividend that provides a consistent revenue stream to Akld 
Council to be utilised for other works then holding on to shares that are not likely to 
realise us a return for several decades is not wise in our current fiscal state 

 

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: 

Essentially it seems the Council is looking to move it's visible revenue streams from 
the dividends paid from POAL and the International Airport into a fund management 
account "The Auckland Future Fund" over which the individual rate payer has no say, 
the council has little year to year control over, and there is no immediate benefit - 
actually a drastic decrease to services or equally drastic increase in rates to cover the 
loss of income!!  

The fund essentially screws over the current Auckland inhabitants to potentially maybe 
(crystal ball gazing) help out the future generation to met predictable maintenance and 
improvement costs. 

How about we just put a bit aside each year for future expenses - lets say 10% of 
revenue received!?!?! Sounds more sustainable, easier to cope with year on year and 
builds a nest egg, albeit more slowly yet less brutally, for the rate payer 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 are not in a financial position to invest such a sizeable portion of our revenue 
stream in a Fund that will not provide tangible benefit to those paying/suffering for it or 
because of it. 
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Get the Akld Council house in order first. Cut wasteful spending, rationalise expensive 
projects. Prove you can live within the means of the rates already paid before you 
expect to push the city into further debt by dabbling in "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: 

The downtown precinct / viaduct harbour and public wharves area is already under 
utilised and yet to reach it's full market potential. There is too much already under 
development in the area to support further big new infrastructure development. A 
multitu 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

maximising profitability of operations is the key focus for the port for the next 10years. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Ge t rid of at lLeast 10% of your  bloated staff - stop using the cone people - get rid of 
panuku and your  "marketing " crowd -salary caps for your totally overpaid staff , they 
are only there because they would never command their salaries in a commercial 
envfironment 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

At is useless  -everything they do is way too expensive   - try getting overseas quotes 
for roading etc -this will bring the gravy train to a halt 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

redundancy payments 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Everythiing - 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it -it is not a core function 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and 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: 

Congratulations -you have at least one person with a financial brain 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Smart thinking 

 

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 plan 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Just cut out all the non core activities -remember the insurance companies are there to 
make a profit 

 

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: 

Just stop spending money the council does not have 
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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: 

leave it until funds are available in the future 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

all of them - CUT everything across the board 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Not Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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stop these grandiose plans  -we are in  a recession -especially stop replacing road 
kerbing  when there is nothing wrong with it 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

stop it 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

$5000 rates for a 400m2 section is ridiculous -the only service of any use in return is 
removing the rubbish
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Wealth GUND A GOOD WAY TO MAXIMISE INCOME BUT PORT LEASE FOR 35 
YRS IS BAD THINKING BECAUSE PORT SHOULD BE MOVED NORTH.  THEN AKL 
WATERFRONT COULD BE LEASED FOR MORE $$$’S THAN AS A PORT INCOME 
ASSET FOR THE FUND.  TYING UP THR CITY TO ANOTHER 35 YRS OF PORT 
ACTIVITY WHERE IS WOULD BE.A DISASTER FOR OUR CITY AND A POOR WAY 
OF MAXIMISING PROPOSED WEALTH FUND.  COUNCILLORS!  DO NOT ALLOW 
YOURSELVES TO BE BULLIED BY BROWN! 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

SEE COMMENTS UNDER WEALTH FUND PROPOSAL
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Separation of sewer to improve quality of water at Judges Bay, Okahu and Mission 
Bay. 

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 to support AT’s implementation of speed bumps. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Simplify TTM. Get rid of confusing and unnecessary traffic calming measures and 
cycle lanes on roads that don’t need them. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Connection to showing for the shared pathway. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

This is a major asset for the North Shore and should be kept. This will support future 
growth better. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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: 

This is a strategic asset. Foreign entities should not have control of our waterfront and 
the charges we pay to import goods. 

 

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? 
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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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Do not disperse our rates take to other areas. We have many facilities in our area used 
by people from other wards.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Support key council facilities used by the public such as libraries, recreational centres 
and the like. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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I find it fascinating that we are going to be required to stump up for a 7.5 increase in 
rates when I understand the council passed on a 7.5 corresponding increase in 
salaries to all its workers last year. I for one did not receive such an increase last year 
in my own salary. Perhaps considering how it remunerates it staff should be looked at 
as a first port of call and reducing the number of bureaucrats. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Support congestion use tax  

Government needs to come to the party also since they get the benefit of higher 
population growth - needs to be passed on to councils 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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: 
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Think it’s a genius idea. Am shocked they didn’t previously have the money invested in 
that 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: 

 

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. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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 
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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. 

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: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Yes! I urge Auckland Council to prioritize transport investments that rapidly reduce 
emissions and improve safety for everyone. Here's what I'm prepared to pay more for: 
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Dedicated Public Transport Lanes: Expand busways and surface light rail, ensuring 
they are implemented efficiently by reallocating road space. This improves travel times 
and reliability, making public transport a viable alternative to cars. 

Safe, Connected Cycleways: Develop a comprehensive network of separated cycle 
lanes throughout Auckland. This promotes active transport as a safe and attractive 
option for daily journeys. 

Walkable Neighborhoods: Invest in pedestrian-friendly infrastructure, including wider 
footpaths, safer intersections, and traffic calming measures. This makes walking a 
pleasant and convenient choice for local trips. 

Congestion Charging: Introduce congestion pricing in central areas to manage traffic 
demand and generate funds for sustainable transport improvements. 

I recognize these actions require increased investment. To meet our Paris Agreement 
targets and create a truly livable city, I'm willing to pay more.  Let's shift away from a 
car-centric system towards a future of sustainable, equitable, and safe transport for 
everyone in Auckland. 

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 have concerns about the current plan's ability to address Auckland's growing 
congestion issues.  To future-proof transport, I propose the following: 

Prioritize Surface Light Rail: Invest in a surface light rail network, specifically the City 
Centre to Mangere corridor, with an initial City Centre to Mt Roskill line. Any work on 
the North-Western busway must accommodate future conversion to light rail. This 
high-capacity mode is essential for projected growth. 

Boost Cycling Investment: Significantly increase funding for cycling infrastructure and 
maintenance. This investment yields exceptional benefit-cost ratios (10:1 to 25:1). 

Pedestrian Focus: Support more raised pedestrian crossings and improved footpath 
maintenance for safer walking environments. 
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"Dig Once" Approach: Coordinate transport projects with other infrastructure upgrades 
to minimize disruption and reduce overall costs. 

Safer Streets Now: Leverage road maintenance projects to incorporate quick safety 
improvements for walking and cycling. 

Multi-modal Support: I support initiatives like the $50 weekly public transport cap, bikes 
on buses, enhanced train services, and light rail for convenient multi-modal journeys. 

Additionally, I urge Auckland Council to: 

Advocate for Harbor Bridge Access: Push Central Government and Waka Kotahi to 
reallocate a lane on the existing Harbour Bridge for walking, cycling, and wheeling. 

Align with Climate Goals: Uphold Auckland's commitment to the Transport Emissions 
Reduction Pathway and Te Tāruke-ā-Tāwhiri, Auckland's Climate Plan. 

Increase Walking/Cycling Budget: Follow the UN for Environment's recommendation 
and dedicate 20% of the transport budget to walking and cycling, addressing the 
current underinvestment in these sustainable modes. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I strongly advocate for increased Auckland Council spending on the development of a 
surface light rail network. Prioritizing the City Centre to Mt Roskill line, with the 
leveraging of existing design work will allow for fast-tracked implementation. Following 
this, the network should expand to Onehunga and Māngere, with eventual extensions 
to high-use corridors like the North-Western. This staged approach ensures 
affordability and practicality. Surface light rail addresses our city's congestion issues, 
supports growth, and delivers a high-capacity, environmentally-conscious option that 
benefits communities and businesses along its routes. 

Additionally, I call for greater investment in safe cycling infrastructure, designed to 
connect key destinations directly and accessible to all. Reallocating road space with 
quick-deploy materials like concrete separators makes implementation fast and 
affordable. This should be coupled with secure end-of-ride facilities, repair stations, 
and improved pathway maintenance. 

Finally, I support initiatives for safer streets: 30km/hr speed limits in residential areas, 
around schools, and in town centers, combined with traffic calming measures and 
raised pedestrian crossings. Creating low-traffic neighborhoods via modal filters will 
empower people to choose walking, cycling, and wheeling for their local journeys. 
These investments will enhance Auckland's livability, sustainability, and economic 
strength for everyone. 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I do though think all investments need to be in green, sustainable projects with no ties 
to the use of fossil fuels. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

As someone who lives close by to the Ports, it is a real mark on our community that 
they are ugly, unusable and limit access to view and use the Waitematā. I support 
these becoming spaces for public use — green spaces that encourage community 
building 

 

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: 

See comment 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 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

I don't know 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Water quality and safety is especially an issue. The sewage in Parnell on St George's 
Bay Road right now is plain awful and a stain on our neighbourhood. Other community 
building and climate positive actions, I support. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Sustainability, recycling, composting, de carbonization 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport should be a priority for the services it provides and for sustainability 
purposes 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Bike lanes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Speed humps 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

This proposal provides flexibility 

 

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: 

Locking in the port for 35 years would be a huge mistake.  The port should be moved 
out of Auckland.  Many studies support moving the port. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

A Future Fund based on a 35 port lease would be a big mistake.  Future Councils 
could raid the funds (regardless of guardrails).  This proposal provides no vision for 
Auckland’s future. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 Council needs to have the authority and flexibility to make decisions on these 
areas. 

 

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: 

See above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

The priority should be for sustainability purposes. 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Scale up care of our beaches, cleaning changing rooms more often, ensure storm 
water directed corretly. Our beaches should never have to close due to unsafe water 
quality. Set up more bins. Regular removal of leaves from streets leads to less flooding 
of drains. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less consultation meetings, send proposals by mail. 

 

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? 

Getting the rail network going properly, permenently. supervise KiwiRail. 

 

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: 

Very valuable land, develop for use of the people not just sport. Parks, children play 
areas, nature trails, one-part units built, income to council for rent. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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 like anything that looks to the future, but don't sell shares in Airport too valuable for 
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: 

Another valuable asset. Council could have representative on port management. 

 

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: 

Anything to develop waterfront. A real attraction for tourists, locals. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

But develop overseas departure arrival area, cruising will only increase, lets welome 
with top class facility. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - I don't know. 

I did not read this. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

I live in a lovely area, the Orakei board is very efficient. I would support them in any 
proposal they made. Deeby Simpson very approachable, efficient. 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Thank you for the opportunity to have a say. I love Auckland City and wish the council 
all the best in what must be a complicated job.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

NO - keep rates affordable for retired people! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Fewer bike lanes and raised pedestrian crossings 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too expensive 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

NO 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Any new initiatives as they just add cost to ratepayers 

 

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: 

But don't waste money on a new 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: 

But don't waste money on a new stadium 
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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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Need to stop wasting money on community stuff and stop sewage discharges and 
clean the beaches. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Need to stop wasting money on community stuff and stop sewage discharges and 
clean the beaches. 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Keep the rates down, focus on CORE business, clean the harbour and the beaches.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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? 

More funding for local boards on community initiatives for those who'd appreciate it the 
most e.g. movies in the park. These should not be the first things to go. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Be more vigilant with public funds so there's less blow out in costs - get quotes like a 
private business would. make it more competitive for contractors to win jobs. We are 
sick of hearing how money is getting wasted! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Why spend all that money, partly to make public transport foster when there's not 
nearly the demand - what's being done to change public perception? I have very little 
confidence in this. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Getting the job done faster on our road. not good enough! how do construction 
companies get their jobs done so quickly? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

N/A 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Using what we have in a more efficient manner is always the right answer - must 
consider how to do better than currently operating, especially considering the $33 
million must be spent. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

This is a much better way to manage asset! Very forward thinking - delighted by this 
proposal. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a 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 current plan isn't working under parts of Auckland control - do something different! 
Worth using current assets/ investments to plan for the future, by using them more 
efficiently/ maximizing their value. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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: 

N/A 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 
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Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Very large piece of real estate - until there's a plan for alternative use, keep it with Port 
of Auckland. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Support 

N/A 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

Covers a lot of areas/suburbs within the Orakei local board so most people will see 
same improvements benefits to their quality of life if all actualized/accomplished. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

N/A
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Funding to Maori Outcomes not increased as per the Less Proposal as this sounds like 
something that does not have visible outcomes and probably has no benefits for 
ordinary Maori. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems to address everything important. Just an impact on electric ferries but I would 
rather see the lack of ferry services addressed, I don't really care if they are electric or 
not. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't use this 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 lease the operation 
of the port for a 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 Lease amount received is not dependent on the performance of the ports 
operations.  Improved profitability is just a goal not a certainty. Also this option has 
already been used when calculating the rates increases in the Central Proposal. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 assume that if it is invested in the Future Fund, rates will increase and that the 
Central proposal assumed leasing the Port and using it to fund 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? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Provide public access to the waterfront without impacting Port Operations and the 
lease amount. 

 

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: 

The city needs a port and the removal of Bledisloe will impact the Ports operations. 
Ports add character to a city. I don't want the entire water front turned into luxury 
apartment buildings. Don't like the idea of more freight being transported by road. The 
reduction on the lease amount to be paid to the Council if POAL loses Bledisloe. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I would like to see the Gowing Drive access to the Tamaki shared path bought forward 
to 2024/2025. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less management and less contractors/consultants in council. We need people that 
actually do the work please. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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? 

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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I like the idea of less unnecessary speed bumps 

I don’t use public transport but is good to have 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More lanes on motorways = less traffic? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Unnecessary speed bumps/ signage 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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Make an effort to ensure that all Councill buildings are accessible for people with 
mobility problems. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Introduce car sharing within council allocating cars per department rather the per role. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Th waterfront has many pleasant walks and venues already. Also, the city has a great 
number of parks for all to enjoy and playgrounds for children in these times of  

restraint. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Decide what to do with it when the pressure of repaying significant debt have passed 
and cyclical upturn in income is available. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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. 

 

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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Bus schedules could be analysed and bus services to affluent suburbs reduced. E.G 
Tamaki Link every 15 minutes when there are other bus services from the city to Glen 
Innes to service those lower income persons who need buses to commute. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Already mentioned.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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 time to be realistic and cut costs and ease back on services and major cut back on 
non essential staff 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Pay less to ethnic groups we are all one people --Proposed spend on Maori $171 
million is not justifiable and seen as racist 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

cancel spend on cycle ways--Nice to have be we have way over spent on these for 
decades they are non essential 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cancel spend on cycle ways--Nice to have be we have way over spent on these for 
decades they are non essential 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

If it aint working fix 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: 

A balanced portfolio in fund likely to bring far better results than one identity 
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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: 

History tells us that the Council does not have skills to run a major 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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

future proof the port operations with effecincy 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

use for coastal shipping 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

CUT OUT COSTS ON PRJECTS WHIC ARE NICE TO HAVE BUT WHICH NOW WE 
CANT AFFORD 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Do not 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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Retain airport shares. Increase public transport in Northwest Auckland 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Need less on roads more using public transport 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Maintaining rail infrastructure so that it needs less replacement over time-spend less 
on rail infrastructure. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

New Auckland sports teams need North Harbour stadium (new football teams) so 
needs stadium as is. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Lack of council shareholding may not help if Auckland airport develops and may not 
benefit residents. 
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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. 

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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Park and Ride capacity 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reaffic speed bumps, Cycle lanes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public can not be relied upon. Tranis are mostly cancelled 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cucleways. No one uses them. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It was successful under previous 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: 

After 20 years we will end up with nothing 

 

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: 

Arabs or Chinese do not care for Auckland, just want a return on investment 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

No faith in "Future Fund" 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Council will spend heaps of money on nothing. What happened to Shed10? Cruise 
ships prefer Princess Wharf and icause problems for ferry boats 

 

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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Auckland needs a port close ro industry. Northland port rail link has gone no where 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

Stop spending money 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Safe and efficient walking and cycling infrastructure. 

Efficient, affordable and frequent public transport. 

Initiatives to encourage Aucklanders to drive less and reduce congestion. 

1551



#8565 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less focus on car-based transport infrastructure. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support the public transport and network optimisation aspects. I do not support 
stopping pedestrian and cyclist safety initiatives. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Low emission, high frequency and reliable public transport. Expand ferry network e.g., 
to eastern beaches? Look for simple low-cost cycle safety improvements. We must 
spend more on getting people out of their cars. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Car-centric roading projects; these just encourage people to drive which leads to more 
emissions and congestion (as residential density continues to increase) 

 

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 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Provides land for public benefit without significantly affecting Port operations (and 
therefore not increasing emissions and congestion from truck transport of Port goods). 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

1553



#8565 
 

Support the use of this prime waterfront land for public benefit. Would not support the 
transport of diverted port goods via truck (road) due to resultant emissions and 
congestion. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and 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. 

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

I don't know 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

1. Neighbourhood connections and safety for pedestrians and cyclists is critical to 
make this a great place to live and move around. We NEED to get people out of their 
cars; road congestion is untenable and alternative options (cycling and public transpor 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Low cost cycling safety improvements must be added; e.g., safe connections from the 
Orakei off-road path to surrounding network - cycling lanes on Kohimarama Road and 
Kepa Road. Cycling on the existing roads in the area is simply not safe. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

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 would like to see more cycle lanes and seperate footpaths 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

cycleways separation from cars 

 

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: 

It seems we have too many stadiums and nth harbour is really hard to get to and find a 
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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to keep our assets not sell them off for a short term fix. Work harder at 
finding another solution. You can fix it better. Try harder 

 

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: 

Once you privatise there will be lay offs meaning less people with a job. Experience 
tells me this is not a good idea. 35 years way too long. Find better solutions. You can 
fix this Mr Fix it   Put your thinking cap on please 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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: 

Let’s move the ports and make use of the waterfront land 

 

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. 

Other 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

looks good 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

1564



#8606 
 
2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

A Transport 

 

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 
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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. 

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: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Reduce the number of days when our beaches are unfit for swimming. We should aim 
for 100% safe swim days 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce the number of new speed bumps 

Reduce the number f road cones 

Reduce the number of outdoor entertainment events & leave these to private 
businesses to arrange 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

They are all good ideas 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I would introduce a system of "one-way streets",  as if they were planned carefully they 
could speed up traffic flow & make more room for parking 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

I would spend less on "traffic management"   Often the Council spends large sums of 
money on huge "traffic management trucks & staff" when a cheaper solution could be 
found 

 

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: 

Better use could be made of the stadium.  

As the population of the North Shore grows the need for the stadium will also grow 

 

1570



#8615 
 
4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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: 

I don't trust an overseas contractor to deliver a less expensive "container handling fee" 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

A mix of one & two 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

As our city grows our port will need more land, not less! 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

We are a "Port City" and we need to accept this fact 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 
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Tell us why 

It's difficult to support the idea of targeted rates without first knowing what the targets 
are 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

On the right track 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable): Employers and Manufacturers Association (EMA) 

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

See attached doc 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

See attached doc 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

See attached doc 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

See attached doc 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

See attached doc 

 

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: 

See attached doc 

 

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: 

See attached doc 

 

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: 

See attached doc 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

See attached doc 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

See attached doc 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

See attached doc 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

See attached doc 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Introduction 
 
The EMA believes that local government, in general, and Auckland City, in particular, is coming to a crunch point in 
deciding what the City wants to maintain and grow in its provision of services and infrastructure and how much it is 
prepared to pay to provide those services and infrastructure. 
 
Is Auckland to remain a big city in New Zealand or is it a boutique international city in the Pacific region?  
 
Auckland’s Central City area contributes 7% of the country’s GDP while the contribution from the wider city and 
region is 38%. On a pro rata basis, it contributes more to New Zealand’s economy than other similarly population 
dominant cities contribute to their country’s economies. 
 
As the final destination of choice for most immigrants (up to 70% at times) and the employment destination of 
choice for many New Zealanders the city – after a brief covid hiatus – continues to grow at a pace that generally 
exceeds projections. 
 
That puts well-known pressure on all the city’s services and infrastructure, and that includes social – schools, 
hospitals etc - as well as “heavy” infrastructure rail, ports, roads, airports and networks (water, electricity, gas and 
communications). 
 
The City continues to grow out as well as up and that puts additional pressure on providing new services and 
infrastructure further out of the city centre while central city population density remains low – comparable city 
centres have densities as high as 40% of total city population compared to Auckland’s 4%. 
 
While the City’s issues are well-known, as is the current pressure on finances, there are also changes at national 
level that provide opportunities for Auckland if it is willing to break out of past thinking and look further ahead.  
 
The new government has widely signaled it wants to have a focus on localism, giving local councils more input into 
decisions that affect the region. That has yet to significantly translate into action this early in the term but there is 
also a national level willingness to get on with major infrastructure. 
 
Fast-track consenting and another extension to the MDRS commitment will be helpful for Auckland as is a 
willingness to encourage alternate funding such as City Deals, easing of access to international investment, tolling 
and congestion (time of use) charging and a willingness to encourage private sector investment. 
 
The EMA is supportive of pursuing a city deal for Auckland and other cities/regions within our network and there is 
growing support among Auckland’s business community to assist council in making a deal work for the city. 
 
The EMA makes the following recommendations on the current LTP. 
 
 
 

Supports the central funding plan 
 
If economic circumstances had been better, we may have preferred the pay more option but with 30 phone calls a 
week from members seeking assistance on restructures and redundancies, it is not possible to support adding 
higher rates charges for an under pressure small to medium business sector. 
 
There are a number of areas in the pay more plan that could be revisited sooner rather than later especially around 
funding Tataki Auckland’s events programme where the future pipeline of major events is basically zero. Funding 
the development of town centres around the city is another but that may occur anyway in some areas that will be 
better serviced by the CRL. Any steps to take full advantage of and create maximum efficiencies from the CRL 
should also be kept front-of-mind.  
 
 

Support the long-term leasing option for POAL Operations 
 
The EMA has long been a supporting of leasing the Port operations to a specialist port owner. While the Port is now 
producing a small dividend it is coming off a low base and still faces pressures to perform. 
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Locking in a longer-term, consistent revenue stream may give better use of the land. 
 
There is a school of thought that this lease term, probably around 35 years, locks up the Port land for other uses. At 
this point numerous Port studies have failed to agree a viable alternative location and finding and consenting any 
new location will be a long and complex process likely to take up a significant chunk of the 35-year term of a lease. 
 
Largely support the Transport Plan 
 
Our view is that any traffic flow efficiencies measures that can be introduced should be introduced now. That 
includes green waves for traffic lights, left or right turns on red arrows when the road is clear and creating more 
clearways for longer periods at peak times to enhance movement of busways. There are some major arterials 
where on-street parking should be removed after careful consultation with local businesses and provision of 
alternate parking areas. 
 
A $50 Public Transport cap has its merits but needs to be considered against a scenario where public transport 
possibly needs to be lifting its share of the fare box to cover costs. It may be a lift in volume of public transport 
users – a goal of this move – does that, but it needs to make a business case. 
 
Time of Use/Congestion charging should be introduced ASAP as there are numerous available systems that have 
been proven overseas. 
 
Use existing options such as a Gold Card/Community card link to partially offset disadvantaged communities who 
may have to travel at peak times. 
 
A congestion and better public transport need to be developed together, we can’t wait for one to offset the other 
as the use of public transport will never keep up with demand for, or provide a complete alternative to, the use of  
private and freight vehicle use. The EMA supports the use of a hypothecated charge within the congestion charge to 
help fund development of PT. 
 
Transport Plan priorities, both public and private and freight vehicle transport should be part of a strategic 
approach to a City Deal. 
 
The Future Fund has its merits with cautious Support from the EMA 
 
Using the Port dividends, Airport shares and potential Council land sales to create a future fund to offset major 
disaster costs is potentially a useful idea but the single biggest challenge to its success will be current and future 
councils. 
 
Auckland City used to have its own investment fund but the temptation to spend it proved too much and that has 
now long gone. New Plymouth has such a fund and it comes under regular threat as successive councils question its 
investment policy, future and want to spend the funds. 
 
Any such fund needs to be well locked away from temptation, just as the Entrust fund has been legislatively locked 
away. 
 
Drop the campaign against the Business Differential 
 
The EMA has kept up long-term opposition to the business differential with businesses currently providing about a 
31% percent contribution to rates as opposed to a 26% contribution from residential rates. 
 
Our reasons for opposing the differential remain valid but the shifts downwards in recent years have been zero to 
minimal (0.1 and 0.2%).  
 
We can’t support the pay more, spend more option this year but will drop our opposition to the current business 
differential provided the current margin does not increase in the future. 
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Support Alternative Funding for Infrastructure 
 
Many Councils around the country, including Auckland, are grappling with the question of funding. Central 
Government has also recognized the issue and is willing to open up pathways to alternate  funding tools such as city 
deals, congestion, charging, tolls, and overseas investment to help alleviate the funding and financing issues. 
 
There is growing support among the business community to help Auckland City pursue a city deal. The last time this 
level of support was apparent was the push to get the CRL over the line when the business communities’ backing 
convinced central government ministers to back the project. 
 
Traditionally left leaning councils such as Christchurch and Dunedin are considering how to get the best value out of 
their assets and Auckland needs to do the same. 
 
The City needs to welcome private sector/overseas investment and workforces and make greater use of user pays 
measures such as tolls, congestion charging, parking charges and fines etc. 
 
For questions or clarifications on this submission, please contact: 
 

 
EMA Head of Advocacy, Strategy and Finance 

 
027 809 4398 
 
 
About the EMA  
  
Established in 1886, the EMA is New Zealand’s largest business association representing more than 7,000 
businesses in the upper half of the North Island. Combined, our members are responsible for employing around 
25% of the country’s workforce. 
 
We are the unapologetic voice of the business community, advocating strongly on behalf of our members and the 
wider business community to ensure their voices are heard by government and decision-makers. In collaboration 
with our nationwide network, including BusinessNZ, Business Central, Business Canterbury and Business South, we 
represent and support over 76,000 member companies. 
 
As a not-for-profit association, we provide trusted, expert and affordable advice to our members. Delivering a wide 
range of services, including learning and training courses, health and safety advice, employment support, and HR 
and PX services, we support our members to upskill and build capability in their teams. 
 
More broadly, we aim to create an ecosystem of support for all businesses in New Zealand, enabling them, their 
people and their communities to prosper. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Employers and Manufacturers Association (Northern) Inc. 
145 Khyber Pass Road, Grafton, Auckland 1023 | Private Bag 92066, Victoria Street West, Auckland 1142, New Zealand 
AdviceLine NZ 0800 300 362 AU 1800 300 362 | Phone +64 9 367 0900 | Fax +64 9 367 0902 | Web ema.co.nz 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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 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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Waste less money .. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The document is complicated . Reduce unnecessary spend on cycle lanes and raised 
crossings and light controlled pedestrian crossings and kerb & channel works where 
not required 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Rephrasing traffic lights to give vehicles more time each phase . Do often traffic just 
gets flowing and the phase ends . 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

See tell us why above 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

A stadium in the area fit for purpose is required with the existing and future popullation 
growth 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future 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: 

Ak airport shares are a sound long term investment and diversify assets 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

We need to retain control of the port operation  and keep our options open for future 
use 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: 

Auckland council needs every bit of income to support its operations 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I object to the entire future fund proposal  

It could turn out to be another council disaster 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 is on prime land the public should be able  to enjoy 
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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: 

It is on prime land the public should be able 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. 

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 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Council needs to support businesses and raising their % of rates charged will not help 
. Many businesses are at a turning point or already failing in these tough economic 
times 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 
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I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 
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Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Tagalog reserve is a critical asset for the ratepayers and also follows thinking on 
stormwater control . It should return to community use 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

A multi sport facility at Orakei domain is a nice idea but such projects should only 
follow a rigorous cost/ benefit analysis . Dredging Orakei basin is a costly and 
unnecessary idea and will silt up again 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Orakei is a key board . Full consideration should be given to the fact that many 
beaches and associated facilities lie in its boundaries whack are used by people all 
over Auckland and tourists alike
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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, 

Fairly Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
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? 

I support the increased $35m of investment into the Sport and Recreation Facilities 
Investment Fund.  

I support increased investment for the Sport and Recreation Operating Grant. 

I support a review of the cost of and how maintenance is delivered for sports fields. 

I support increasing the level of Development Contributions collected and using them 
for community sport and recreation facilities.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop selling stuff to pay the bills. You're selling what I currently own to people who can 
afford to buy them. Seems very inequitable. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

The easy, thinking outside the box solution to Auckland's waterfront, is to land 
containers in North port, then BARGE them directly to Onehunga via the Tamaki Strait. 
Could get large volumes off the road and take them to the inland port for distribution. 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 

Fairly Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways and Raised pedestrian crossings don't have any downsides. They make 
back the money spent and make it safer for cyclists and people walking (walkers?) 
travelling, which would probably (as far as I know) result in fewer people driving if other 
forms of transport (not including public transport) don't run the serious risk of being 
splattered across the tarmac. 

This seems even more important seeing as light rail's been shot dead by the govt and 
Auckland still desperately needs to cut down on congestion. 

Everything else tho omg I love it. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways and Raised Crossings 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Proposal without the AIAL shares. 
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The Airport is seemingly going to be a consistent cash cow for the Council so selling 
off the shares doesn't seem like a particularly good idea (at least to me). 

I do however think that the Future fund is an excellent idea, just that pawning off the 
Airport is a poor way of going about it. Long-term Income is great and incredibly 
important if the council is going to be taking on more responsibilities from the 
Government, just that selling off another source of long-term income seems at best 
counterproductive. 

 

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: 

If it does exist without the airport shares then throw the port income into the Future 
Fund? 

The port is living on borrowed time as the Whangarei port is inevitably going to be built 
and supplant the Auckland one (not that it seems that it'd be a bad thing) so squeezing 
the money out of the ports and redirecting it into the much-better-in-the-long-term 
future fund seems a great idea. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Considering that the ports are on borrowed time and if the Council wants to squeeze 
out the money for longer-term income, getting a headstart on using the land for non-
port purposes seems a great idea.  

Provided the land isn't cataclysmically poorly used, it is going to make money and be a 
more pleasant place to be around, which is good.  

It might not make as much money as it would as part of the port, but the change has to 
come, and getting it done sooner means that the more reliable income also comes 
sooner. (That I know at least) 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and 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 

Do not support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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, 

Fairly Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I am quite the fan 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Consider using Northern ports for ingress of goods, then barge to Auckland and 
around the country. Reclaim the current port land and repatriate it so it is no longer an 
eyesore in the central city. 
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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: 

Don't use road or rail to ship goods! Use barges instead. 

 

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 

1618



#8724 
 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

1622



#8785 
 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

I don't know 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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. 

Support 

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? 

Franklin 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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. 

Support 

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? 

Franklin 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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, 

Fairly Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More Police and security in Auckland and specifically around Queen street. I won't 
walk down Queen street by myself at night. A 30 year old male. I can't imagine what it 
must feel like to come in on a cruise ship. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep the fuel tax and make better cycling and public transport for the future. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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: 

The current spaces on wharfs around the Viaduct arent used so why would that one. 

 

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 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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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25 March 2024 
 
AK Have Your Say 
Auckland Council 
Freepost Authority 182382 
Private Bag 92300 
Auckland 1142 
 
To Auckland Council, 
 
Re.: Submission on Parks & Community Component of Council’s Long-Term Plan 
 
This is a personal submission in support of the funding for sport and recreation facilities as part 
of the Auckland Council’s Long-Term Plan. I am also a member of Remuera Rackets Club. 
 
As a resident of Auckland, and someone who is an active sports and recreation participant, I 
appreciate the commitment and support that Auckland Council has made and continues to 
make to the sport and recreation landscape of the city. I also am very aware of pressures and 
challenges the Council is facing. 
 
As an active tennis player and club member, I have personally experienced a wide disparity in 
the quality of club and public tennis facilities across Auckland. A greater level of investment to 
maintain, improve, and protect facilities from the ever-increasing ravages of weather extremes, 
would be hugely beneficial to the sport and its participants. 
 
I fully support the retention of the existing Sport & Recreation Facilities Investment Fund at its 
current level, plus adding the proposed (non-contestable) additional $35m investment. This will 
be vital in addressing the sport and recreation infrastructure deficit and upgrading the existing 
infrastructure. 
 
I hope that the changes to the LTP in the sports and recreation sector are adopted, and the 
Council can continue to assist in enhancing the infrastructure, to ensure the massive 
economic, societal, and health & well-being benefits of sport and recreation are maximized. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 

 

 
 

# 8873
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

environmental protection 

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 public transport to reduce car emmittions, people use individual cars right 
now cause unreliability and wait times 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

safety on public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Support cycle ways and increase connected public transport. 

Support a serious plan to bring test match cricket back to the 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? 

Fewer urban developments on rural land so we aren’t saddled with infrastructure cost 
and maintenance and rising food costs. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycle ways, particularly close to the city should not be dropped. Cycling should be 
encouraged as a strong option to adapt to a higher cost of living. 

Our kids live 10 mins bike ride from school, traffic in our area is too fast and aggressive 
for them to cross roads, so we wind up driving daily, but not by choice. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Test match cricket venue 

 

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,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue 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 it truly viable to have a full shipping port in such a critical part of the city? 

If we commit to 35 year plans, are we losing autonomy to do something far more 
forward thinking than trying to compete with Tauranga to ship dry milk powder?? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Use it to fund infrastructure for inland ports and close the shipping terminal 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

There is no proposal for what the wharves would actually be used for. What are we 
actually voting on? 

1660



#8891 
 
 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

No proposal for the intended use. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and 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 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support 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? 

Move the ports of Auckland out of town urgently 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Move the ports of Auckland out of town urgently 

 

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? 

Moving the ports of Auckland out of town. Stop stealing our harbour. Revive our gulf. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Road cones 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Too complicated for me to adequately research and comment. It doesn't make sense 
that it was ever built in the first place. It seems like a costly nightmare. A bit like 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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You promised to move the ports of Auckland bit you're offering a 35 year lease. I will be 
dead by then. Ridiculous solution. To same I'm angry and disappointed is an 
understatement. Our gulf should be the jewel in our crown instead out most prime real 
estate is left for containers. So short sighted. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Move the port. Get on with it. I'm in my 40's and was excited about it being moved 
when I was 21. Get on with unlocking new Zealand's beat real estate. Move the port. 
Move it. Get on with it. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Use them to unlock the prime real estate and stop stealing our harbour. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Move the port. Do it like you promised over and over. I don't want to die in 30 years 
wondering why our city has failed over and over. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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Don't do a half assed job. Move the whole port. Get on with it. Cherry picking one 
wharf at a time will result in more disjointed planning and infrastructure that has 
plagued this city. Be bold. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't want to die before the entire port has been moved. I don't want to keep 
repeating myself every year. I don't want to see a disastrous piece by piece unfurling of 
poor plans lead to the land being wasted. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and 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 

I don't know 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 
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Other 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 
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Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Some good priorities. But you're missing the ocean.  The harbour on the doorstep. It's 
in dire straits a s the local board with immense amounts of coast is not even 
mentioning it? Sewage pouring into the ocean. Fish becoming extinct in the harbour. 
Just b 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Revive our gulf. Clean our beaches. Stop sewage going into the harbour. Save our 
marine life. Rebuild mussel beds. Stop the ports of Auckland from stealing our harbour. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Think of the young people that will inherit this city ithe future. Let's not make it worse 
than we already have.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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. 

Support 

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? 

Franklin 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

Full implementation of  Climate Plan and Transport Emissions Reduction Plan. 
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Promote  more development in the existing urban area close to transport links, by 
making it cheaper to get consents, and to connect to water infrastructure in existing 
suburbs.  

Supporting grass roots community networks including strengthening local community 
development t( or whatever the term used now) workers. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

More  housing at the edge of the city where there is no infrastructure. is more 
expensive and further creates emissions. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Fully support items like completing the City Rail Link 

improving bus, rail and ferry , new cycleways and shared paths, improved footpaths . 

“Time of use” charging  

a “room to move” programme to review parking in critical ar, increase revenue from 
parking and Park & Rides. 

50% electrified buses by 2030 

expanding the rapid transport network (RTN) 

a weekly $50 cap on public transport fares 

However, the proposal cuts on some bus routes, reduces funding for safe walking and 
cycling, and does not do enough to reduce emissions. Less uptake of walking, cycling 
and public transport will mean a transport system that functions worse for everyone. 

Need to ban electric scooters due to extent of injury especially to disabled people. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

completing the Downtown and Midtown Bus improvements 

more cycleway and walking connections  
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safety projects around schools and town centres.  

better funding for maintaining, expanding and promoting  the public transport network, 
including to more remote areas 

rolling out electric ferries and more low-emission buses 

greater investment in rail: 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

instead of expensive and unnecessary widening of already wide roads like Te Irirangi 
Drive, use existing space for bus lanes and active modes.  

The Eastern Busway could be rescoped to use the existing road corridor and still have 
room for a cycleway and footpath. The excess land could then be used for housing.  

 

 

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: 

The airport shares have s paid good dividends in the past and will again in the future. 
AThe proposed Investment  Fund will just be raided to keep rates down or fund  
specific pet projects.  

There are currently no ethical parameters for the Future Fund, so it might invest in 
companies that exacerbate the climate issues that the fund is designed to address. 
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Investing in a non-ethical fund may jeopardise council’s access to low-cost 
infrastructure loans via Green Bonds. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Leasing the port would privatise it for a generation or longer. The Council  would lose 
control over a key part of the  waterfront and the income from its profits ($52M last 
year). Unlikely to be  sufficient maintenance and modernisation in the latter years of 
the lease, meaning Aucklanders pick up those costs.. 

Concerns over the Future Fund (as in 4a). 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Port dividends can support  increase in services as  population grows 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 
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Tell us why: 

It will open up more of the waterfront space for public Cruise ships could be relocated 
from Queen’s Wharf, meaning less impact on ferries and amenity of that space.. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Very expensive and environmentally damaging to move port operations from Bledisloe 
Wharf, and the port would be less able to return a dividend to council. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Do not support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 
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I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 
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Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Local Board should be strongly advocating for protecting character of area with good 
urban design within current/new intensification legislation and protecting existing 
heritage areas 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop hiring and paying council employees over $100,000 PA 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland new less cars so just fix potholes but concentrate on trains and buses and e-
bikes 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Raising the profile of cyclists and incentivizing bikes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Anything that facilitates or promotes fossil fuel usage 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Let it pay for itself and in ten years if it’s still a white elephant, sell 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to keep Auckland airport in public ownership (what’s left) 
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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 won’t lose control of the land, the 2 billion upfront looks good although you don’t 
supply comparison with current income (on purpose?) 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Not convinced about Wayne’s fund 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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. 

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Not Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

I’m Paying for talking 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Ok 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

AC needs to properly fund the maintenance and renewals of infrastructure it uses, not 
just what it owns.  I note that on pg.33 you dare to propose not paying for the 
maintenance of the rail network (following hot on the heels of AT blaming KiwiRail for 
network faults due to AT failure to pay its user charges), whilst you also think you 
should be buying more trains to run on the degrading network?  That is beyond 
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irresponsible, and I do NOT want my rates being misused to buy a bunch of useless 
trains.  Either pay your share or use less.  Yes, I'd be prepared to pay more rates for 
that.  But otherwise, I expect to pay less as AC/AT dial back their expectations to fit 
their pockets. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

As above, don't buy trains if you're not prepared to pay for the network to run them on. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Buses are not the answer to anything except more congestion.  And as above, you 
propose to buy and run more trains, but not to pay for the maintenance of the 
infrastructure they're running on.  I don't need a rates increase to pay for something 
you're ensuring will continuously break down - I'd rather go without thanks. 

Furthermore, capping or lowering fares is NOT the way to get more people to use PT.  
We need reliability above all else.  I will pay for a train that shows up, I won't pay for a 
high frequency but unreliable service.  You need to learn to walk before you try 
running, and be honest enough to pay your bills. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Mass transport systems that will move large numbers of people in one go.  
RELIABILITY - pay for the maintenance, or people won't use it. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop building cycleways fit for 2-tonne trucks and just build to what's actually needed 
for the defined purpose. 

 

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: 

You should NOT be spending public money developments like this.  If it is worth doing, 
then let the private sector do it.  If they won't there's a big clue that it wasn't worth 
doing. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

AC has treated its shareholding in things like the airport as a cash cow - resulting in 
one of the worst managed critical infrastructures in the world which has not reinvested 
in itself.  The airport has a massive bow-wave of deferred investments, meaning it will 
be a liability for the future.  Get out now. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a 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? 
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Tell us here: 

One issue with transfer of Port of Auckland is that AC (and AT) need to ensure that the 
port has access to the rail network - don't just try to fill the whole thing up with 
passenger services.  I don't want more big trucks tearing up Auckland roads that my 
rates then go to fixing.  You need to look more broadly at transport and start prioritising 
the most effective freight solutions.  Despite what AT thinks, it is NOT just about cost 
transfers to others - we need a whole system that works and takes account of the 
bigger picture. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Provides for much better use of waterfront and is a reasonable step towards a future 
without the port in that location). It would help to make much more sense of adjacent 
land and developments. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

As above, it would materially improve the opportunity to make better use of waterfront 
and adjacent areas.  Cars don't need to come into Auckland direct, please send them 
to Marsden. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 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 

1693



#8978 
 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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,Ōrākei 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

Other 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I am absolutely appalled to see that the LB aims to "remove the Onehunga KiwiRail 
designation for the Avondale Southdown connection...". What an incredible misuse of a 
public position.  Onehunga and its surrounding areas are severely under-served by 
public transport and yet here we have a small group of self-centred NIMBYs who want 
to keep it that way (and yet dare to opine on climate initiatives whilst they attempt to 
block this).  Where did that mandate arise from, I wonder?  Trying to create it by 
stealth here is the answer, which strikes me as very dishonest.  People in this part of 
Auckland deserve decent transport and here we have a small group that aims to 
prevent it.  They should understand that removing the rail designation means that 
KiwiRail can now sell it for housing.  It does not belong to the local community, it 
belongs to taxpayers - and if Maungakiekie-Tamaki screams they don't want transport, 
then it will be sold for something else, not gifted to the NIMBYs. 
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7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
 
Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why 
 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I have insufficient information on most of this to have an opinion and am concerned 
that lack of response could be taken as endorsement.  Why do you want to dredge 
Orakei basin? What are the implications of wanting to access debt funding?  I don't 
have any idea, you give me no information - and I bet will take silence as assent for 
continuing to push these things. I don't think I'd support the latter. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I find that generated questions are loaded! They are emotive using environment 
climate change yet you add new trucks to pick up vege scraps not to mention the 
plastic bins that had to be made. Quite hypocritical I think.The council should maintain 
water supply and waste. And have weekly rubbish collection if you don’t then you will 
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have dumping.. we are supposedly living in a first world country and keeping the city 
clean and safe should be a council priority. Forget hare brained schemes and stick to 
basics. Ratepayers are not a bottomless money pit. Lease the Ports sell the airport. 
Fund the Art Gallery and library service. Reduce staff and salaries.Keep with in your 
budget like householders do.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Improve transport options 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Good reliable public infrastructure, and with the downstream capacity being upgraded, 
increased in size to cope, due to climate change and with all this intensification 
coming.  We have flooding in our suburb, occurring every heavy rainfall event, we 
need to upgrade the infrastructure if you are implementing Plan Change 78 which is 
increasing intensification yet again in the area. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Paying for external consultants, paying staff high salaries. 

 

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? 

Creating safe routes/walkways for children to be able to get to school safely. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

The bizarre cycleway, with bike humps, that was built on Taniwha Street in Glenn 
Innes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't live over that side, so would prefer not to comment, as I don't know that the 
community's wants and needs are. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

I don't know 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I would like a strong focus, on protecting our waterways and beaches from pollutants 
due to all the intensification happening (wastewater overflows), and with no funding 
being put into our infrastructure for Glendowie and St Heliers is of a concern. 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Keep the local boards the same in terms of size.  Do not reduce them.  The Orakei 
Ward covers a large area, if you reduce the Board size, it would not be good for the 
community, in terms of the level of support they could provide.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

-More pedestrian crossings in high traffic areas (but also on streets- where younger 
children live) 

-With Auckland transport fund schools so there can be more buses passing by 
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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: 

Currently, there is a significant problem with public transport that needs to be 
addressed urgently in hopes of getting more cars off the road and more people using 
sustainable transport 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More buses for (public) schools 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 
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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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Supporting more youth initiatives, help the youth voice speak up. If you have 10% 
decile schools in the area, provide them with resources 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Cutting down natural habitants for buildings 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways should still go ahead, to minimise the traffic 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think It would be beneficial to get back more money for future causes 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

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. 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. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

Youth initiatives are crucial, the priorities of the local board, like supporting youth of 
Orakei & development of Remuera library benefit the youth a lot. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable): Glendowie College 

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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I am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 

 

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 am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I am writing on behalf of Glendowie College with regard only to the planned Recycling 
Target rates to be applied to school. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

Our school did not receive the letter advising of proposal to introduce targeted 
recycling rates. Are you sure you have advised all those who may wish to comment? If 
not it is not a fair process.  Our school opposes the introduction of targeted recycling 
rates for schools.  Encouraging recycling at grassroots level with our students is 
important for the future of Auckland - if you charge and schools decide not to use the 
service then you are not signalling to the youth of today that it is a valued thing to do.  
It is also unclear to me about the pricing structure.  I could not see the rates given in 
the consultation document (ctrl find only found the the 1 line reference to reintroducing 
the rate for schools).  We have a number of wheelie bins that empty into the large 660l 
bins for emptying. I would expect we should only be charged for those bins actually 
emptied by the Council should this proposal go ahead.  Schools don't pay other rates - 
I am wondering why the inconsistency. 

 

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: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Remove barriers between cars/cycle lanes. Emergency vehicle's can't get through. 
rubbish cycles can't get through. buses can't turn. 

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 right at the traffic lights. Risk of accidents. Less speed 
bumps, les cycle lanes, less speed limits, get auckland moving. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport. Improving traffic flow 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop wasting money on speed bumps, ridiculous traffic slowing strategies. get 
Auckland moving! Embarrassing roads for a 1st world country. 

 

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: 

We have too much debt. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Move the port elsewhere. trucks weakening the roads - reduces spending on roads 
fixtures. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Move the port. 

1746



#9192 
 
 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and 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. 

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. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Through grants, support community-led 
events and initiatives that create safe 
neighbourhoods and promoting active 
living, sustainable practices. 

 

 

Support activities to increase social 
cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 
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outreach to people from smaller ethnic 
groups and connect newer settlers to local 
services. 

 

Increase youth empowerment through 
supporting leadership and training 
programmes as well as prioritising youth 
engagement. 

 

 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 
local opportunities in projects that can 
provide spaces for play in places beyond 
playgrounds. 

 

 

Continue to support and look to increase 
environmental and sustainability projects to 
address climate change and environmental 
challenges through community-led projects 
and by working with mana whenua. 

 

 

Explore options for ways of delivering 
increased local economic outcomes for 
small to large businesses. 

 

Tell us why 

 
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: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

- 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transport can be very unreliable currently 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More buses-during peak times the buses overflow with poeple, there isn't room for 
everyone. This is especially for/with school buses 

 

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 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

It would be beneficial for the area if community engagement was to be increased. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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? 

Cultural development to increase diversity in orakei and create more engaging events. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Council support as the increase in specific ethnicities would be unwise in our current 
cost of living crisis 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It will help our city's flow with faster transport and will help students in general 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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 will bring people together 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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N/A 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 
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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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

Youth initiatives are important to keep our community connected, as well as offer 
initiatives 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Give youth of Orakei a budget increase 
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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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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? 

The key thing about public transport is reliability. Buses should come on time don't get 
spontaneously cancelled and the same bus shouldn't come at the same time 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't bother with sustainability if the buses don't come on time 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

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: 

 

1764



#9225 
 
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 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

Fix public transport then worry about more trivial issues. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

Increase the amount of public transport & more reliable 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Construction on roads- too much traffic 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It needs to be imrpoved because it is very unrelaible the need to add more cycleways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

N/A 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

N/A 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

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? 

 

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: 

They could invest the money for future projects on the harbour. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Money can be used wisely 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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. 

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. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 
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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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

Some of the things are discontinuing are important such as the pedestrian crosswalk 
and the cycleways 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I would like you to explore different funding options e.g. central govt funding to top up 
the LACK of investment of infrastructure over the years. For example, the GST earned 
in AKL to go to 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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Reduce red tape and costs associated with families trying to improve/upgrade their 
primary asset (their homes). Seems mad that we pay for intense oversight and then 
the council refuses to take responsibility for that oversight such as leaky homes. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need a working road network and we do not have that now. The lack of easy 
transfer from the airport to the city is disappointing after all these years. Other cities 
are retrofitting public transport solutions but we seem unable to match their delivery. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport is critical. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Extra harbour crossing. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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Once again I think we need to look to central government to provide resilience. 
Ratepayers cannot possibly bear that cost and selling the crown jewels is not the 
answer. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

The wharf needs to move. I support plans to redevelop Marden Point as the northern 
wharf system so we have Marsden Point, Tauranga, Lyttleton, Timaru? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

The Akl Future Fund is a contingency fund. I refer back to my point to develop 
alternative funding models. If Akl is the powerhouse of the NZ economy then why can't 
we have the Super Fund allocate monies for Akl contributions to be that 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? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

The port needs to move. We need to stop commissioning reports at vast cost and just 
do it. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

As above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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? 

We do not need extra fees and levies. The council is charge with providing services 
and protecting the values of AKL. So do that from existing rates not extra levies. You 
have already stripped out water rates to be paid separately without reducing council 
rates. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 
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I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

I don't know 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

I don't know 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

1786



#9240 
 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

There is a lot of "continue this and that" - why can't we target to finish something? This 
all sound like BAU activity and not things that need targeted rates. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

You need to identify the key (and non-negotiable)measures for priority setting. Is it 
earthquake strengthening? No. Quite honestly, we we experience an  earthquake, lots 
of houses and buildings will fall down. As they will all over the world except perhaps 
Tokyo. If you publish the strength rating on the door people can choose to enter or no. 
Surely the measures are roading, housing, sanitation, water quality etc. Needs to 
figure out how each of the proposed projects supports these things until we get back to 
a reasonable baseline of basic services. Not there yet. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Equal/more balanced funding and support for different areas and suburbs. 

Improving reliability of transport system- particularly 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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Roads and maintenance of public areas such as rebuilding/redoing areas that do not 
have a great need for it and end up less convienient 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transport is a valuable part of NZ and something that needs more focus, so this 
sounds good but the money should be spent as efficiently as possible 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Reliability/efficiency of bus transport and routes for public transport & 
sustainable/electric busses 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

unecessary/inefficnet walkways and attractions with cause temporary disruptions 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Make it more open/used by he community and therefore increase the value it holds. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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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It seems a worth investment for the future, yet at the same time it is risky to do so 
when NZ is not as financially stable as it should be. 

 

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: 

Cuses great less of control for a long period of time-risky 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

There are many services that could be improved by more funding 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

NZ requires ports to transport goods & getting rid of this even at the cost of future 
benefits seems foolish 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

The terminal is already very important so should be left 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. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Other 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

Continue to support youth and youth councils 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

1792



#9245 
 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

 

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. 

 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

There is a lot of road development, which feels unnecessary, but, I know that there are 
a lot of holes in the road that need to be replaced. So potentially less depending on the 
safety circumstances. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think public transport is the future for the positive environmental benefits e.g air 
quality. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Regenerating the state of the Hauraki Gulf. There are little biodiversity and 
ecosystems. 

 

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: 

Idk what that is 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

I don’t think more ports should be created for economic benefit because more boats 
creates over usage of the Hauraki Gulf. Hauraki Gulf is already suffering and this 
would not help that. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

I don’t want Ports to be further constructed or expanded. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Idk abt it 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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  

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? 

support development of public transport to make it more accessible to all  ages and 
abilities - including physical access, and facilities, and  better information subsidise 
fares to increase usage. 

Spend more on improving wages and conditions for drivers. 

1801



#9297 
 

More help for pedestrians to get around the city -  escalators, lifts, tuk tuk s more total 
mobility parks:  develop pocket parks: make Auckland safe and accessible for all ages 
and abilities. 

Redeploy the so called traffic management workforce to a campaign  and ongoing 
innovative works to make Auckland CBD pedestrian friendly and safe. 

Engage with the homeless and support those who are providing food clothing 
bathrooms and shelter. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less  useless  and expensive roading changes eg speed bumps and unnecessary 
pedestrian crossings. 

Stop spending on  so called traffic management.Banish road cones and redeploy the 
workforce to help pedestrians get around the city, and help the homeless as above,. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More disabled access, more mobility parking spaces. 

More ferry services 

More public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cut traffic management spending : much road cone activity is misuse of our rates.  
Upper management salaries: Council is top heavy. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future 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: 

1.This allows privatisation of our two main sources of income other than rates, for the 
sake of a slush fund for Council.  It is bad economics.  

2..  A 35 year lease of the port operation would limit the ability of Council to make 
decisions  about the operations and land use of the POAL in the.public Interests of 
Auckland, for a whole generati9on. 

 

 

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: 

A lease would not give Aucklanders the ability to make decisions about the operations 
and land use which would optimise the benefits to the public of Auckland. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 
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The future fund may not be used for the long term benefit of Auckland and may 
become a vehicle for privatisation of our assets.It takes control of these assets out of 
the public domain, and out of democratic controls. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Captain Cook and Marsden wharves have great potential to be and exciting vibrant 
well used by locals and tourists -  like ‘ the Wynyard precinct. Needs green space and 
retail space.  This could transform the CBD area, and make Auckland a truly great city 

 

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: 

Bledisloe terminal is a giant wasteland/parking space : a shocking waste of prime real 
estate and a huge blot on the Auckland CBD. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Prioritise environmental protection: particularly any scheme to mitigage climate 
change. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

I don't know 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue 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? 

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. 

Other 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Other 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Albert-Eden,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki,Ōrākei 

 

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Celebrating different people and cultures, 
bringing people together with fun and 
engaging activities, and reducing barriers 
for those who might struggle to connect 
with council or others in the community. 

Fairly Important 

Continuing our environmental work through 
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting 
volunteer pest control and planting groups 
and helping community climate action 
through our Climate Activator. 

I don't know 

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. 

I don't know 

Supporting our community groups with 
funding, information, learning new skills and 
building their capability and networks. 

Fairly Important 

Settling in at the new, medium-term location 
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to 
investigate what the long-term library 
solution might be and how we will fund it. 

I don't know 

Working with the community on activations 
in the Mt Albert Civic Square. 

I don't know 
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Making our parks rubbish-bin free to 
minimise waste and improve environmental 
and climate outcomes. 

I don't know 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

Fairly Important 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

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 

I don't know 
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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 don't know 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why 
 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly 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. 

I don't know 

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. 

I don't know 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

I don't know 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

I don't know 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

I don't know 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

Albert-Eden 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continuing our environmental work through 
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting 
volunteer pest control and planting groups 
and helping community climate action 
through our Climate Activator. 

Very Important 

Planning for how our parks and open space 
can respond to growth, making the most of 
what we have, balancing different uses and 
connecting green spaces together. 

Very Important 

Supporting our community groups with 
funding, information, learning new skills and 
building their capability and networks. 

Very Important 

1826



#9363 
 

Settling in at the new, medium-term location 
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to 
investigate what the long-term library 
solution might be and how we will fund it. 

Not Important 

Working with the community on activations 
in the Mt Albert Civic Square. 

Not Important 

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to 
minimise waste and improve environmental 
and climate outcomes. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (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  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Ensure everything drains well and isn't going to flood. Apart from that 

Just continue doing the basics. Collect rubbish every week and ensure roads can be 
driven on and that water is safe and reliable. Aside from this not much else 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop paying to change the names of parks they are fine as they are 

Stop reducing speed limits and putting up new signs 

Stop putting Planter boxes and unnecessary road alterations (like you did in Takapuna) 

Stop putting in Speed bumps and super expensive pedestrian crossings 

Stop paying for Events such as fire work displays and festivals 

Cut funding for organisations that use the funding for woke ideology such as Auckland 
Museum, which cut the Harry Potter exhibit that would have been a cash cow and  
their 'Transformation' from a neutral museum into a more activist 'Te Tiriti-led Museum' 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Definitely agree with stopping any further investment on cycleways and pedestrian 
crossing (this is not what the fuel tax was supposed to be for to begin with, therefore 
much of it must have been wasted anyway). 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Reliable roads, maybe ensure trains are reliable and not cancelled as these are the 
only public transport we have that actually save time over the cars while our buses 
take longer than a car. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

You should be stopping any initiatives that involve fiddling with speed limits and road 
layouts. 

Stop investing on  token gestures like Electric busses or Garbage trucks. 
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Stop funding so much overkill traffic management, even after this was raised I still see 
vast mazes of Road cones all over the place with virtually no hazard or work 
warranting them. 

Stop any cultural sensitivity initiatives that involve translating signs and street names 
into other languages 

 

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: 

This works, The council should focus on the best Return on Investment, If the airport 
doesn't offer the best returns the shares should be sold and something with better 
returns should be invested in. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

If the port can be run as a profitable organisation that pays good dividends then It is 
fine for it to remain. However if that changed I would be more in favour of obtaining as 
much money as possible from an upfront lease but then reinvest that money in 
something that will return more favourable ongoing dividends or profit 
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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: 

I think it's a priority to fund essential services (rubbish, roads and water)as a priority 
however this should not be misappropriated for idealism and virtue signalling that we 
can live without. If this is the case i'm more in favour of long term funding (as long as 
that isn't more roads with planter boxes, cycle ways and changing every name into 
Maori) 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 do support the transfer of land only if a business case for greater profitability (eg. 
from holding events) can be made that would exceed the profit the council would 
exceed any loss from port dividends that might occur due to the loss of the land 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

1831



#9374 
 

It sounds like losing this part of the port would cause more ongoing cost issues for 
Auckland requiring more expense required to truck in goods and having more trucks 
operating long distance into the city. 

Secondly it sounds like this would significantly reduce any expected dividends the 
council receives from the port 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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 

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? 

Devonport-Takapuna,Ōrākei 

 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in 
2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress the detailed business case and 
delivery of a new library and community 
hub in Takapuna. 

Not Important 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 
Parks Management Plan that will guide 
decisions on the use and management of 
our parks and open spaces. 

Fairly Important 

Implement priority actions from the 
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 
to Māori including the restoration and 
improvement of Te Uru Tapu. 

Not Important 

Invest in the delivery of key events in our 
town centres to support local businesses 
and showcase our area to visitors and 
locals alike. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and improve community 
facilities including the playground at Achilles 
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities 
at Becroft Park. 

Not Important 

Continue support of our valued art partners 
who provide a wide range of programmes, 
exhibitions and live productions and 
performances. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

While we are looking at massive rates rises and inflation we should be looking to keep 
things running and maintained without undertaking massive renovations, 
refurbishments or rebuilds 
 

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I think this has a lot of things that don't deliver any practical outcome  
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"Investment in relationships with Iwi" what is that? how much does it cost and what do 
the community get for this expense? I don't see any gain from this would outweigh 
maintaining our parks, beaches and town 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

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. 

Not Important 
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Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Our board should focus on ideas that will help the whole community not smaller 
subsets of the community. 

The main priority should be to promote business in the area which will increase 
funding and foot traffic and also things that will ensure businesses 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Stop looking at building new facilities and maintain the ones we have which are 
sufficient. 

Look at maintaining our parks (however this does not mean wasting money on 
changing their names) 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1836



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

We will get nowhere without addressing our shameful storm water infrastructure. So 
yes, stop allowing housing to be built without addressing infrastructure issues. Large 
tracts of land purchased for housing south of Auckland should have the developers 
paying for infrastructure. Not the people of Auckland. 
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Allowing housing to be built without off-street parking is highly irresponsible ideological 
craziness.  Stop that now.  No more housing like this and no more housing without 
improvements in infrastructure especially storm water. The ugly depressing cheek by 
jowl complexes that have popped up all over Auckland seldom have any permeable 
ares for water to soak into. How did this happen? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Making developers pay for the infrastructure  as mentioned above 

Also as above - stop allowing the dreadful building practices that ignore a need for  

 adequate permeable spaces 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The raised crossings are a waste of money and cost an indefensible amount of money. 
In other projects are those who win the contracts subject to penalty for late 
completion? They should be. It appears that such a lot of fat could be trimmed e.g. so 
many standing around and maybe one person actually doing something. Huge 
numbers of orange cones for unwarranted lengthy stretches. If this is health and safety 
- it's gone over the top. I was told the orange cones are hired at a daily cost - no doubt 
too much.  I feel a lot of people have lost confidence in Auckland transport to both 
select worthwhile projects and to ensure cost effective and timely completion of them 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Fancy curbing, raised crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 
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Tell us why: 

We are broke. Make better use of what we have and ensure it is well maintained 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 
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The most important to me are  

a)Improve the water quality on our local waterways (and beaches) 

b) Library  strengthening -public libraries are one of the most important bastions of 
democracy in our society and provide a great range of services 

 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

•To my mind these are the most important aspects of the plan for Orakei: 

 *****change the Development Contributions Policy with the 

intention of increasing contributions to better reflect the 

increased costs and pressures caused by growth and 

intensification. Totally wrong that this doesn't happen already.  

-progress the Newmarket Gully wastewater project 

and the Eastern Isthmus Water Quality Improvement 

Programme 

• advocate to the Governing Body to fund the renewal of 

the stormwater pipe leading from Waiatarua Reserve to 

Ōrākei Basin 

• advocate to the Governing Body for funding to dredge 

Ōrākei Basin 

 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Council needs to get more revenue from people who live in Auckland, not just those 
that pay rates. More user pays schemes at Libraries/pools /road user taxes. I applaud 
the spending cut back. Wee can do more with less more focussed funds 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Too much cost in community events. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transport has to be a focus for Auckland, but requires more central government 
funding due to Auckland generating & terminating traffic that benefits the rest of NZ. 

Auckland ratepayers shouldn't bear more than a normal ratepayers share as charged 
across the country. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Not sure we should charge for park and rides. I think we should build more multi storey 
park and rides 

 

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: 

The stadium is under utilised and needs to be reviewed . A change to oerational 
mangement in conjunction with better land use would be my preference 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

The idea of a long term fund is good one , Im still undecided on how to get the capital 
invested. 

 

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: 

Just need more discussion and debate to make a decision - some video panel 
discussion may be good, 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 
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Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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I like the Orakei Priorities. 

The council must recognise that what the Orakei board does for its area banefits all of 
Auckland , especially projects like the landing & Community facilities like that 
encompassing Ngati Whatua as an example of what can be done. We must increase 
connections to the shared bike /walking path  from Gowing Drive to Tamaki Drive, and 
preserve the quality of water at Orakei Basin. These areas attract people from all over 
Auckland. The newmarket waste water project is also very important, as it the quality 
of eastern beaches sea water is vital for many who come from all over Auckland to 
swim. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

We are lucky to have a well run board. Please support their initiatives for the good of 
the whole of 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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

I have more selected the do less options, as I am a pensioner and am unable to afford 
high rates increases.  
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Also, restore Auckland as our one name. Remove any reference to Tamaki Makaurau, 
as it is impossible to have two names for NZ's primary city. It is also confusing for 
visitors to our lovely city. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Remove all 30kph speed limits and remove traffic bump outs. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

We need to make public transport faster, reliable and far easier. Rapid transit network 
must be an investment activity 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Traffic bump outs 

 

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: 
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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: 

Its an Auckland investment, and should remain so. I would like to see this continue to 
provide Auckland ratepayers and Council, ongoing dividends 

 

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: 

Reduce office and administration heads in central Council. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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. 

Other 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Please peg rate increase at the rate of inflation/CPI. I am a pensioner and my 
fortnightly pay barely covers one month's AC rates.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Transport 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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? 

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: 

Given the number of Cyclists now using our roads both for leisure and travelling to and 
from work. I would like to see more dedicated Cycle Lanes.  

I support that there be no more raised Pedestrian Crossings.  

In regard to Traffic Management at Roadworks and other related activities. The 
number of Road Cones being used is ridiculous. Every Road Cone being used is a 
cost. Furthermore the number of workman being employed on a job is also ridiculous 
when I see workman standing around doing nothing. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Getting Rid of raised Pedestrian Crossings 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reducing the number of Staff working at Auckland Transport. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I cannot Comment on the North Harbour Stadium because I don't live on the North 
Shore. Thus I don't no enough to comment. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

There has been much Debate about the Mayors Proposal to sell or not sell the 
Councils Shares in Auckland Airport. As I am a Foundation Share Holder in Auckland 
Airport. I am reluctant to Comment. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

There have been a number of suggestions about the future of The Ports of Auckland 
including moving the Port to Whangarei. Thames, Manukau Harbor. None of these 
suggestions are logistically feasible, let alone the enormous cost involved The Ports of 
Auckland is Vital to Auckland's Economy, and the whole area must remain na Port. 
Forget about Cockle mania Schemes of building a Waterfront Stadium on Port Land. 
Auckland is already well catered for with Stadiums that for the record while well used 
excepting for North Harbour don't make any money and run at a loss. As I said the 
Ports of Auckland is vital to Auckland's Economy. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 have already commented above. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No not at this juncture 
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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: 

The Ports of Auckland is a vital part of Auckland's Economy. Captain Cook and 
Marsden Wharves must remain with The Ports of Auckland, We will see an increasing 
amount of Cargo coming into Auckland as Auckland continues to grow and expand. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

I have already answered this Question in the previous question 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

No 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 

Very Important 
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such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Fairly Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

The Orakei Local Board do an excellent job in our Community  are responsible for 
initiating many improvements in the Orakei Ward. The Board is also very supportive of 
Community and Residents Association withing the Ward. I also want to acknowledge 
the Out 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Support 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No other Comments.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Reduce city spread and intensify. In particular, do not build on agriculturally important 
soil in and around Pukekohe. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Fairly Important 
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Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

We need to seek increased share of finding from Government to pay for the long term 
financial impacts of population growth on our city.  Its unfair for ratepayers to be 
expected to continue footing the bill that they benefit from in tax and GST revenue. 

We must do more for public transport and that includes prioirtisation of cycling and 
walking networks.  Investment in complete cycling networks, has been shown to have 
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very positive benefit-cost ratio than any other public transport investment. Whilst we 
must stop building expensive bike lanes, making Auckland safer for pedestrians and 
cyclists must be a priority. We would like to see larger, more ambitious programme of 
cycle upgrades will deliver a higher  than a smaller programme. 

Investment in Water to minimise flooding and remove contaminants from our 
waterways must be prioritised to respond to the increased pressures that development 
and climate change has placed on these networks.  Then long term operational 
funding for the maintenance to manage these new and important flood protection 
initiatives. 

Investment in climate actions and public transport solutions. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Whilst its great to have major events in our city I do not see it as a priority with the 
current challenges faced in responding to flooding, population growth pressures and 
the urgent need to improve public transport. 

Continued investment in Auckland's waterfront space should be paired back until 
Panuku to show 'good' legacy uses for all of the land cleared and developed for the 
America's Cup.  Large areas of land on the waterfront are set aside for little more than 
mega yacht parking, squiggly lines and basketball courts.  This is not good use of the 
enormous amounts of public money that have already been invested in Wynyard 
Quarter and whilst the headland park could be a long term development, it does little to 
improve the lives of the vast majority of Aucklanders.  Until such time as Panuku can 
present a balanced, commercial case for development of Wynyard Point, this works 
should be put on hold and funding directed to other parts of the city, particularly those 
areas in desperate need of renewal such as Otara and Henderson.  To our mind, this 
wider urban renewal has been the poor cousin of the waterfronts development for the 
past 15 years and now is the time to reverse this trend. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not support stopping the planned cycleway and raised pedestrian crossing 
initiatives.  We need to make our streets safer and more appealing to pedestrians and 
cyclists and serious investment, not the current 1% of spending is needed to make this 
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is reality.  We are seeking more investment in these initiatives and that a large chunk 
of this funding should come from central government.  Nonetheless, should central 
government refuse to provide funding then Auckland Council must budget for 
acceleration and prioritse these schemes to improve outcomes for all Aucklanders. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Walking and cycling initiatives must be prioritised. 

We must maintain and expand our low speed zones. 

Greater enforcement and higher fees for parking illegally, especially where vehicles are 
left in the path of pedestrians. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

None 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

We have too many Stadia in Auckland and if this is the least use of the sites then we 
should use the land more effectively to house the people we need to run our city - 
nurses, police officers, school teachers etc. 

Use the land for a better long term purpose whilst providing a usable local sporting 
facility. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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Using the information provided it is very difficult to provide a rational response to this 
question.  The content of the consultation document is very high level and we could 
not use it to validate the benefits and dis-benefits of this proposed solution. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

Using the information provided in the consultation did not provide sufficient basis for 
me to understand the reasons for: 

1.  What we would use Captain Cooks and Marsden Wharf's for, along with the costs 
of such a transfer of land to Auckland Council 

2.  Why any lease with POAL would need to be for 35years and what the alternative is 
if this lease is not granted 

3. How the Auckland Fund may perform in comparison with the current shares so that 
we can assess the likely long term benefit/cost of the proposed 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: 

It is unclear how the Auckland Future Fund would perform when compared with current 
investments.  Also, the principles by which the fund would be invested such as would it 
be locally (NZ) or globally invested, what investment principles would be used (ethical, 
sustainability credentials), what level of risk would be etc and all these matters affect 
the assumed performance of the fund.   

IN summary, we do not know enough to assess the potential merits and risks. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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There is insufficient information provided in the documentation to fully understand and 
be consulted upon the Future Fund, POAL proposals and self-insurance solutions. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

It remains unclear what we would use these wharf's for, even when you look at the so 
called Panuku "City Centre Action Plan".  There currently seems to be no plan.  This 
deliberately vague and therefore un-funded suggestion is very unhelpful.   

Note: Tick 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

See comments to question 5a 

Note: Ticking I Don't Know is a reflection of the fact that Auckland Council has not 
provided sufficient information on which to make reasoned judgements. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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. 

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? 

Extend the City Centre Targeted rate to 2030/2031 to coincide with the end date of the 
Long-Term Plan, with a review taking place every three or six years to align with the 
Long-Term Plan schedule. 

Other revenue generating opportunities seem to have been missed in this consultation 
document.  Where are the plans for increasing parking charges, increasing fines, time 
of use charges, increasing Building Consent or Resource Consent costs etc.??? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Very Important 
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environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Very Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

They are generally good and aligned with the needs of our local area 
 

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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As 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 in the Arts and Culture area - both for Local Boards and the Council.  

The Arts sector is of VITAL importance If this city is be a liveable city and encourage 
tourism to the area. Arts and Culture is how you do it.  

1882



#9680 
 

The funding for Auckland Art Gallery Toi o Tāmaki and the Maritime Museum needs to 
brought into more even distribution of the funds ie: it is inequitable funding at the 
present with Auckland Museum and MOTAT getting more than their fair share. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Do not prioritise roads as public transport must not get cuts.  

We want LESS cars off the road - not more.  

Less cones, less unnecessary traffic management and less raised pedestrian crossing. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There is NO point in the Council owning shares when the capital can be used for vital 
infrastructure projects. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

We need more of Auckland's superb waterfront to be opened up for public use.  

Think of the possibilities. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

As above 
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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? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Very Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 
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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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Very Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Keep up the good work. 

Getting better water quality is of upmost importance - the sewerage run off during 
rainfall is appalling. More community events - Art and Culture events vital. 
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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: Ōrākei 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

BEACHS  TIDY UP    LESS ROAD CONES AND MORE RESPONSIBILTY OF RD 
WORKS 

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 RD CONES  MORE EFFICIENT COUNCIL   NO FAT IN COUNCIL AND 
REPEAT OF WORK DONE 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

STOP RAISED CROSSINGS  LESS WALK WAYS AND BYCLCE TRACKS   THE 
ROADS AND PAVEMENTS SHOULD BE GOOD ENOUGH FOR CYCLING AND 
WALKING. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

SMALL BUSES AND FREQUENCY.  CLEANLINESS IN CITY AND ROADS    LEAF 
GATHERS IN AUTUMN AND ROAD DRAIN CLEANERS 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

CYCLE LANES CROSSINGS   LARGE BUSES 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

IT IS ONLY 10YEARS OLD    USE THE STADIUM 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

NOT SELLING INVESTMENTS   MANAGE MONEY FROM RATES EFFICIENTLY. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

THIS IS A LIFE LONG INVESTMENT  NOT FOT LEASING 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: 

TO GIVE IT TO AUCKLAND FUTURE FUND   IS TO GIVE IT TO A LOT OF OVER 
PEOPLE GETTING PAID  FOR INVESTING IN WHAT THEY BELIEVE   NOT WHAT 
AUCKLAND NEEDS TO REDUCE THE RATES 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

THERE SHOULD NOT BE A FUTURE FUND  THAT IS THE DUTY OF THE 
COUNCILLORS TO ENSURE THATAUCKLAND HAS A SLUSH FUND FOR THIS 
PURPOSE 

 

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 

 

1891



#9704 
 
Tell us why: 

NO NEED 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

UP TO PORTS OF AUCKLAND TO USE IT TO BRING IN INCOME FOR THE PORT   
COUNCIL ARE NOT THERE FOR THAT TYPE OF DEVELOPEMENT    LET THEM 
CONCENTRATE ON COUNCIL WORK  DRAINAGE SEWERAGE  CLEANLINESS 
TRANSPORT AND ROADS PAVEMENTS 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 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? 

Continue to improve the existing rail and ferry network.  Specifically it would be good to 
consider increasing ferry services and to see if possible to set up wharves for Eastern 
suburbs eg Orakei, St Heliers for transport to/from the CBD. 

Build multi level car parks at most of the train stations eg Orakei 
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Reduce the gradient of the 'speed calming' raised pedestrian crossings and flatten 
some completely again.   

STOP selling Auckland Council car parking buildings to private owners. 

Change the light phasing on Quay St which seems to be set up to go red even when 
there are no other car drivers around. 

Purchase and run more car park buildings in the CBD. 

Do not remove or close down public libraries, 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less cycleways built at the cost of car parking.  Particularly in small shopping areas 
where one is usually driving to.   

No more cycleways built at all for the next 5 years.  Let us have some time to adjust to 
the changes already made.  

No more bus lanes added on, same reason. 

 

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? 

Build multi level car parks at most train stations 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

raised pedestrian crossings and bike lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future 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: 

Sure set up an investment fund from new funding, but NOT by selling existing 
shareholding in AIAL or POAL. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Council should be able to run this profitably.  I believe we should keep ownership of 
such an important and strategic asset since trade is so important and essential. 

 

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: 

1898



#9705 
 

Do not sell existing assets.  Stop selling Council assets which we and previous 
generations have paid for. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

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. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 
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Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Fairly 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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Not Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 
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Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Ōrākei 

 

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 less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop wasting money on Community facilities-.i.e old council buildings and continuing to 
build new playgrounds that cost million when there is no immediate call for it ! 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I agree with making public transport more reliable and efficient. To date AT have done 
a ********** job with that. Perhaps smaller buses in off peak times might be viable. look 
at what other countries do 

Dont bring in capped weekly passes.But bring in discounted montly passes  which is 
used a lot overseas. It has been proven that people do not use the pass correctly for 
the whole month. 

I agree with dynamic lanes but whats wrong with a CBD congestion tax? It has been 
proven  that this works, Singapore, London etc. Stop pandering to the likes of Mike 
Hosking ! 

Finally stop all these raised pedestrian crossings and  concrete bunkers on the 
cycleways - ridiculous !. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

dynamic lane changing and  get a CBD congestion charge up and running 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycleways = stop pandering to  the minority 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

it needs an upgrade of facilities and surrounds. Why is the new Auckland Football 
team nolt based there?  Mt Smart Stadium is a joke!@ 
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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: 

The fund could be made up of the sell down of council assets (AIA Ltd) and  some 
buildings etc 

Also some of the money for local boards should be reduced instead of wasting it on  
the costly maintenance requirements  and/or upgrading playgrounds. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

underlying asset here is retained. 

 

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 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

nope 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōrākei 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

I don't know 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

I don't know 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

I don't know 

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 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

I don't know 

Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

I don't know 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Very Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

Very Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I would like to know why there is no proposal in there to deal with flooding in the 
Orakei area?  It i still happening at the bottom Roberta Avenue 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

 

1909



# 9711

1910




