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#  

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

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

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

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

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

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

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

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

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

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option.  Most of the initiatives you promote are, in my honest opinion, 
gold plated and not appropriate for a city of our size.   Be responsible  

 and stop the waste.  

  

 If I had the option I would have a further option entitled "Cut all costs by 20%" and a 
wholesale elimination of management layers across the entire  

 council, elimination of all semi-permanent contractors and efficiency based targets for 
all divisions.   It feels like there is diminished accountability in  

 Auckland Council and as elected officials it feels like you have become too timid to 
challenge this.    

      

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 Auckland has become unlivable for many, from a cost of living perspective.  This is 
ripping at the fabric of our beautiful city more than a cracked footpath  

 or an unpainted playground.   Please take a step back and focus on the big picture - 
leave a legacy not a liability.   

  

  

 Kind regards 

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

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option.  Most of the initiatives you promote are, in my honest opinion, 
gold plated and not appropriate for a city of our size.   Be responsible  

 and stop the waste.  

  

 If I had the option I would have a further option entitled "Cut all costs by 20%" and a 
wholesale elimination of management layers across the entire  

 council, elimination of all semi-permanent contractors and efficiency based targets for 
all divisions.   It feels like there is diminished accountability in  

 Auckland Council and as elected officials it feels like you have become too timid to 
challenge this.    

      

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 Auckland has become unlivable for many, from a cost of living perspective.  This is 
ripping at the fabric of our beautiful city more than a cracked footpath  

 or an unpainted playground.   Please take a step back and focus on the big picture - 
leave a legacy not a liability.   
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 Kind regards 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

36



#23541 
 

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

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

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

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

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

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

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

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

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

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

   

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

 in our Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

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

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

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

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

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

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

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

   

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

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

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). 

 

48



#23552 
 

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

52



#23589 
 

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

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

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

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

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

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

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

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

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

84



#23930 
 

   

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

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

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

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

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

      

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

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

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

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

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

 higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

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

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

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

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

   

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

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

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

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

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

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

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

 higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

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

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

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

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

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

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

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  
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 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

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

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

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

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

110



#24039 
 

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  
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 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  
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 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  
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 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

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

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

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

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

135



#  

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

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

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

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. In our area  

 the building of an overly engineered and very  

 expensive pedestrian bridge on Tamaki drive  

 Ngapipi rd is a good example of wastage, it  

 has taken longer to construct than the new  

 coromandel bridge!! The speed humps in  

 Mission bay are another example of ridiculous  

 waste of resource, at the city end the chicane  

 hump is narrow  steep and inclined to the kerb,  

 buses and delivery trucks only just clear  

 through and are on such an angle passengers  

 must be very uncomfortable not to mention the  

 added suspension/steering maintenance these  

 useless things create.  

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

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

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  
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 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. In our area  

 the building of an overly engineered and very  

 expensive pedestrian bridge on Tamaki drive  

 Ngapipi rd is a good example of wastage, it  
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 has taken longer to construct than the new  

 coromandel bridge!! The speed humps in  

 Mission bay are another example of ridiculous  

 waste of resource, at the city end the chicane  

 hump is narrow  steep and inclined to the kerb,  

 buses and delivery trucks only just clear  

 through and are on such an angle passengers  

 must be very uncomfortable not to mention the  

 added suspension/steering maintenance these  

 useless things create.  

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

150



#24354 
 
6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

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

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

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

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

181



#24413 
 
8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

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

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

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

  

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

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

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

 ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

187



#24426 
 

 private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

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

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

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

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

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

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

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

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

198



#24431 
 
Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

199



#24431 
 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

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

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

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

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

225



#24458 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

 These are all sensible measures but one can not overstate the need for Council to 
stop AT wasting money by deliberately slowing Auckland down. These  

 measures are a huge waste and have the side effect of killing Aucklanders by slowing 
down our rescue vehicle fleet. Also all the investment into cycling  

 infrastructure has resulted in NO additional cycling journeys. Just Stop it and focus on 
turning Auckland into a fast moving productive city. 
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 REIGN IN AUCKLAND TRANSPORT . THEY ARE KILLING AUCKLAND AS A 
CITY!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

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

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  
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 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

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

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

 These are all sensible measures but one can not overstate the need for Council to 
stop AT wasting money by deliberately slowing Auckland down. These  

 measures are a huge waste and have the side effect of killing Aucklanders by slowing 
down our rescue vehicle fleet. Also all the investment into cycling  

 infrastructure has resulted in NO additional cycling journeys. Just Stop it and focus on 
turning Auckland into a fast moving productive city. 

  

 REIGN IN AUCKLAND TRANSPORT . THEY ARE KILLING AUCKLAND AS A 
CITY!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

232



#  

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

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

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

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

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

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

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

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

262



#24528 
 
6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Mayor and Auckland Councilors, 

   

 It's time for you to give serious due consideration to the views of the long suffering 
residents of Auckland and not just "rubber stamp" the wasteful  
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 overspending of the past 30 years or more. 

  

 The Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget) falls far short of ratepayers' 
expectations in many ways and shows no signs of addressing the  

 excessive and unnecessary spending on wish lists that deliver little of actual benefit to 
the city or its ratepayers. 

  

 As small businessman employing staff and struggling to make ends meet, I observe 
the often pointless spending of council (which goes back many  

 years) and respectfully ask that you follow standard business and indeed life 
practices: Budget, operate and function within your income. 

  

 The citizens and businesses of Auckland live within carefully planned and managed 
budgets which in some cases, fall painfully short. They don't have  

 the luxury of even being able (in some cases) to feed their families properly. They 
can't spend and hope, secure in the knowledge that at some point in  

 the future they can recover their overspending by taxing fellow residents to cover the 
costs.  

  

 Council needs to significantly cut its cloth to the current environment and focus on 
essential services especially at a time when the country is struggling  

 with economic recession. 

  

 I strongly object to and reject all three options for rate hikes. Rates increases should 
always be limited to inflation but at this point, council also has  

 years of mismanagement to rectify before delving into the pockets of ratepayers. 

  

 While as a ratepayer I can accept that previous incompetent mayors and councils 
have spent up large on questionable projects, it doesn't absolve the  

 present council from taking the essential steps required to reduce wish list spending 
and vanity projects or indeed any non-essential projects. 

273



#24550 
 

  

 Only once the wasteful spending of the past by council and council controlled 
organizations has been brought under control, should the present mayor  

 and council even begin to consider rates increases. 

  

 I share and support the views of the Auckland Ratepayers Alliance that the council 
should urgently implement several changes to reduce spending: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been 
undertaken to address overstaffing and salaries of council managers. 

 - An immediate pause on hiring further consultants particularly in the public relations 
or "spin" fields pending a full review. If council is doing its job, it  

 doesn't need to convince ratepayers through "spin doctors".  

 - A complete pause on all marketing/advertising exercises promoting how wonderful 
council or council controlled organizations are, including their  

 various projects. Neither council nor council controlled organizations need expensive 
public relations and marketing exercises to persuade ratepayers  

 that their projects are important and/or essential. They either are or they are not. 
There's no need to waste ratepayer money on propaganda. 

 - While all council and council controlled organization advertising and marketing 
budgets are paused, conduct a full review of the return on investment  

 and the need for the marketing and/or advertising with a view to significantly reducing 
all unnecessary spending on marketing or advertising. 

 - Immediately stop the traffic flow disrupting so-called “traffic calming measures” (such 
as speed humps) by Auckland Transport. 

 - Completely refocus council priorities on the provision of core council services like 
waste management, public bins, street maintenance, infrastructure  

 maintenance and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  
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 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Mayor and Auckland Councilors, 

   

 It's time for you to give serious due consideration to the views of the long suffering 
residents of Auckland and not just "rubber stamp" the wasteful  

 overspending of the past 30 years or more. 

  

 The Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget) falls far short of ratepayers' 
expectations in many ways and shows no signs of addressing the  

 excessive and unnecessary spending on wish lists that deliver little of actual benefit to 
the city or its ratepayers. 

  

 As small businessman employing staff and struggling to make ends meet, I observe 
the often pointless spending of council (which goes back many  

 years) and respectfully ask that you follow standard business and indeed life 
practices: Budget, operate and function within your income. 

  

 The citizens and businesses of Auckland live within carefully planned and managed 
budgets which in some cases, fall painfully short. They don't have  

 the luxury of even being able (in some cases) to feed their families properly. They 
can't spend and hope, secure in the knowledge that at some point in  

 the future they can recover their overspending by taxing fellow residents to cover the 
costs.  
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 Council needs to significantly cut its cloth to the current environment and focus on 
essential services especially at a time when the country is struggling  

 with economic recession. 

  

 I strongly object to and reject all three options for rate hikes. Rates increases should 
always be limited to inflation but at this point, council also has  

 years of mismanagement to rectify before delving into the pockets of ratepayers. 

  

 While as a ratepayer I can accept that previous incompetent mayors and councils 
have spent up large on questionable projects, it doesn't absolve the  

 present council from taking the essential steps required to reduce wish list spending 
and vanity projects or indeed any non-essential projects. 

  

 Only once the wasteful spending of the past by council and council controlled 
organizations has been brought under control, should the present mayor  

 and council even begin to consider rates increases. 

  

 I share and support the views of the Auckland Ratepayers Alliance that the council 
should urgently implement several changes to reduce spending: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been 
undertaken to address overstaffing and salaries of council managers. 

 - An immediate pause on hiring further consultants particularly in the public relations 
or "spin" fields pending a full review. If council is doing its job, it  

 doesn't need to convince ratepayers through "spin doctors".  

 - A complete pause on all marketing/advertising exercises promoting how wonderful 
council or council controlled organizations are, including their  

 various projects. Neither council nor council controlled organizations need expensive 
public relations and marketing exercises to persuade ratepayers  
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 that their projects are important and/or essential. They either are or they are not. 
There's no need to waste ratepayer money on propaganda. 

 - While all council and council controlled organization advertising and marketing 
budgets are paused, conduct a full review of the return on investment  

 and the need for the marketing and/or advertising with a view to significantly reducing 
all unnecessary spending on marketing or advertising. 

 - Immediately stop the traffic flow disrupting so-called “traffic calming measures” (such 
as speed humps) by Auckland Transport. 

 - Completely refocus council priorities on the provision of core council services like 
waste management, public bins, street maintenance, infrastructure  

 maintenance and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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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. 

 

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. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

282



#24568 
 

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 It's time you stopped using rate payers as an  

 ATM machine. 

 The waste by all council officials is not  
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 acceptable especially around 300k speed  

 humps that are totally not required.  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  
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 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  
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 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 It's time you stopped using rate payers as an  

 ATM machine. 

 The waste by all council officials is not  

 acceptable especially around 300k speed  

 humps that are totally not required.  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  
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 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  
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 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  
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 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  
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 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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 
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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. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

301



#24619 
 

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  
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 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  
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 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  
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 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

  

   

313



#24635 
 

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  
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 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I have not seen anything concrete in the 10 - Year Budget in regard to cutting costs. 
How the use of AI for example will drive efficiencies. Prior to the merger of the councils 
it was estimated that Akl CC was operating at 40% efficiency. Having watched closely 
how the mega-merger will drive down rates, I note rates have never dropped. 
Question: what efficiency factor does Council operate at. 

  

 I see the adoption of what can only be described as a fanatical climate change 
approach that is holding Auckland back. For example the proposed surfing venue and 
data centre which Council is opposing using a benchmark of a whopping 3.8°C global 
warming rule. We now know that NIWA recording and projections are inaccurate to say 
the least - misleading if one wanted to be unkind. You can refer to Ian Wisharts 
investigation. 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

 I returned to Auckland in 2008 after being away for 30 years - I returned to Brisbane at 
the beginning of February. When I came back Auckland was by far the better city. 
Brisbane is now a mini New York and Auckland is regressing to a worse place today 
than 2008 - a city centre once a joy is no longer visited. 

  

 Lets see a draft plan with Section 1: How we intend to reduce costs or inefficiencies. 
Central government is taking a knife to the public service - we need to as well. The 
number of photos circulating on social media showing 8 hi vis vests standing around 
watch someone dig a hole was funny at first, but after seeing so many - it becomes a 
sad indictment. 

  

 Council needs to start at ZERO budgeting. Add back the must haves and forget the 
"nice to haves". Bike lanes are a prime example. 1.5 billion I think has been spent. But 
cyclists still use the road. Tamaki Drive: Instead of saying "cyclists on the left 
pavement, walkers on the seaside pavement - no we have to spend hundreds of 
millions" - that is not common sense that is someone self-aggrandisement at the 
expense of OPM (other peoples money) 
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 You have an errant AT whose only job seems to be increasing emissions - speed 
bumps involve traffic slowing and accelerating and even a primary school child would 
tell you that increases emissions. GO TO BRISBANE - have a look at what they have 
done. KEEP TRAFFIC FLOWING. 

  

 The council is too indebted to self interest groups whether they be cyclists, radical IWI, 
climate change fanatics exceeding even the IPCC worst case scenario, empire 
builders and self proclaimed messiahs of anything woke. ENOUGH! 

  

 What now follows is the prepared submission by the Rate Payers Alliance. Truly 
Auckland is no longer the city it was. If it is councils intent to encourage people to 
move overseas then it is doing a great job. 

  

 Enough of the nonsense and back to basics. 

  

  

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

  

 I have not seen anything concrete in the 10 - Year Budget in regard to cutting costs. 
How the use of AI for example will drive efficiencies. Prior to the merger of the councils 
it was estimated that Akl CC was operating at 40% efficiency. Having watched closely 
how the mega-merger will drive down rates, I note rates have never dropped. 
Question: what efficiency factor does Council operate at. 

  

 I see the adoption of what can only be described as a fanatical climate change 
approach that is holding Auckland back. For example the proposed surfing venue and 
data centre which Council is opposing using a benchmark of a whopping 3.8°C global 
warming rule. We now know that NIWA recording and projections are inaccurate to say 
the least - misleading if one wanted to be unkind. You can refer to Ian Wisharts 
investigation. 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

 I returned to Auckland in 2008 after being away for 30 years - I returned to Brisbane at 
the beginning of February. When I came back Auckland was by far the better city. 
Brisbane is now a mini New York and Auckland is regressing to a worse place today 
than 2008 - a city centre once a joy is no longer visited. 

  

 Lets see a draft plan with Section 1: How we intend to reduce costs or inefficiencies. 
Central government is taking a knife to the public service - we need to as well. The 
number of photos circulating on social media showing 8 hi vis vests standing around 
watch someone dig a hole was funny at first, but after seeing so many - it becomes a 
sad indictment. 

  

 Council needs to start at ZERO budgeting. Add back the must haves and forget the 
"nice to haves". Bike lanes are a prime example. 1.5 billion I think has been spent. But 
cyclists still use the road. Tamaki Drive: Instead of saying "cyclists on the left 
pavement, walkers on the seaside pavement - no we have to spend hundreds of 
millions" - that is not common sense that is someone self-aggrandisement at the 
expense of OPM (other peoples money) 

  

 You have an errant AT whose only job seems to be increasing emissions - speed 
bumps involve traffic slowing and accelerating and even a primary school child would 
tell you that increases emissions. GO TO BRISBANE - have a look at what they have 
done. KEEP TRAFFIC FLOWING. 

  

 The council is too indebted to self interest groups whether they be cyclists, radical IWI, 
climate change fanatics exceeding even the IPCC worst case scenario, empire 
builders and self proclaimed messiahs of anything woke. ENOUGH! 
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 What now follows is the prepared submission by the Rate Payers Alliance. Truly 
Auckland is no longer the city it was. If it is councils intent to encourage people to 
move overseas then it is doing a great job. 

  

 Enough of the nonsense and back to basics. 

  

  

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

361



#24823 
 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

365



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

370



#24824 
 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A reduction in the number of management levels, aim for a flatter management 
structure. 

 - A hiring freeze on all roles until an independent review has been taken to address 
concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  
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 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A reduction in the number of management levels, aim for a flatter management 
structure. 
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 - A hiring freeze on all roles until an independent review has been taken to address 
concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 
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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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  
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 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

419



#24928 
 
8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which  

 is still much higher than inflation despite  

 it being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases over  

 and above inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  
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 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to  

 fix roads and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their  

 vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which  

 is still much higher than inflation despite  

 it being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases over  

 and above inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to  

 fix roads and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their  

 vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 
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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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

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  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  
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 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  
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 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  
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 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  
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 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  
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 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  
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 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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? 

 

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? 

 

470



#25221 
 

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  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

486



#25245 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

 First I would like to acknowledge all the genuine efforts the Mayor, Councillors and 
Staff at Auckland City Council make. However there does have to be  
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 some rationalisation of costs.  

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

 First I would like to acknowledge all the genuine efforts the Mayor, Councillors and 
Staff at Auckland City Council make. However there does have to be  

 some rationalisation of costs.  

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  
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 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  
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 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  
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 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  
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 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

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: 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

552



#25408 
 

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? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

554



#25460 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

 

559



#25460 
 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

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? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

591



#25570 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  
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 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  
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 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  
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 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

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: 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 Also, wasteful expenditure like removing,  

 repainting and re-erection of all the signage in  

 Auckland to include Maori. All the extra signs  

 about local areas. Google had them all! It's just  

642



#25702 
 

 wasteful. I have heard that rebranding in Nauru  

 costs many millions of dollars! 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  
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 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 Also, wasteful expenditure like removing,  

 repainting and re-erection of all the signage in  

 Auckland to include Maori. All the extra signs  

 about local areas. Google had them all! It's just  

 wasteful. I have heard that rebranding in Nauru  

 costs many millions of dollars! 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  
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 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  
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 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  
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 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  
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 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  
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 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  
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 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

661



#25717 
 

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  
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 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  
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 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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 
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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. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

676



#25759 
 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

680



#25759 
 

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? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

684



#25762 
 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

689



#25775 
 

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  
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 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  
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 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  
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 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

710



#25804 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  
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 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  
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 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  
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 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  
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 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  
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 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively and manipulatively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option.  Rates going up  

 more than inflation means we are paying more  

 and are entitled to get more! 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  
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 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively and manipulatively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option.  Rates going up  

 more than inflation means we are paying more  

 and are entitled to get more! 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  
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 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preference is the lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation. 

      

 There appears to have been something seriously wrong in council management for 
more than 3 decades.  Rates increases should be limited to  

 inflation and population increase.  

  

 More often than not rates have increased by much more than inflation, in many years 
by up to 2-3 times inflation.  They have not often increased just at  

 the rate of inflation, and I suspect rarely if ever less than inflation. 

  

 This of course computes to a major compounding of rates over the decades.  For 
decades water supply was free of charge, included in household rates  

 provided not more than average water was used.  Now all water is a separate charge.  

  

 Housing costs whether rented or owned, to which are added major costs of insurance, 
repairs and maintenance, are now an extraordinarily high burden  

 on households.  So just like rates housing costs have far outstripped inflation.  Yet the 
growth in rateable houses must have maintained council rate  

 income, more or less paralleling population growth.   

  

 We have a serious cost of living crisis, of which housing and associated costs 
including rates have soared and are a huge burden for all but the wealthy  

 few.  Central governments and councils are both culpable in this through excessive 
immigration and many other factors from the rates of demand  

 outstripping supply of just about everything (except imports from Asia) including 
infrastructure.     
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 This is and will continue to result in growing social (overcrowding and other problems) 
and economic problems (increased private and public debt). 

 We are in extraordinary times, and challenges.  Something has to give.   

  

 Gone are the times where we can, for what really were just sentimental reasons, hang 
onto so-called "family silver" assets like the port and shares in  

 AIAL.  One could even say of silver "neglected and not carefully maintained it 
tarnishes" as indeed it does badly with oxidation.  Whilst I support  

 unionisation, ideologies of the left or right can go too far.  Time and again private 
enterprise run well does a better job than government and local  

 bodies.     

   

 Hence I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I 
support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. 
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 Of the three options presented, my preference is the lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation. 

      

 There appears to have been something seriously wrong in council management for 
more than 3 decades.  Rates increases should be limited to  

 inflation and population increase.  

  

 More often than not rates have increased by much more than inflation, in many years 
by up to 2-3 times inflation.  They have not often increased just at  

 the rate of inflation, and I suspect rarely if ever less than inflation. 

  

 This of course computes to a major compounding of rates over the decades.  For 
decades water supply was free of charge, included in household rates  

 provided not more than average water was used.  Now all water is a separate charge.  

  

 Housing costs whether rented or owned, to which are added major costs of insurance, 
repairs and maintenance, are now an extraordinarily high burden  

 on households.  So just like rates housing costs have far outstripped inflation.  Yet the 
growth in rateable houses must have maintained council rate  

 income, more or less paralleling population growth.   

  

 We have a serious cost of living crisis, of which housing and associated costs 
including rates have soared and are a huge burden for all but the wealthy  

 few.  Central governments and councils are both culpable in this through excessive 
immigration and many other factors from the rates of demand  

 outstripping supply of just about everything (except imports from Asia) including 
infrastructure.     

  

 This is and will continue to result in growing social (overcrowding and other problems) 
and economic problems (increased private and public debt). 
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 We are in extraordinary times, and challenges.  Something has to give.   

  

 Gone are the times where we can, for what really were just sentimental reasons, hang 
onto so-called "family silver" assets like the port and shares in  

 AIAL.  One could even say of silver "neglected and not carefully maintained it 
tarnishes" as indeed it does badly with oxidation.  Whilst I support  

 unionisation, ideologies of the left or right can go too far.  Time and again private 
enterprise run well does a better job than government and local  

 bodies.     

   

 Hence I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I 
support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 
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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 
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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. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

758



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

802



#25991 
 
6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

815



#26106 
 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

820



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  
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 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

823



#26123 
 

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  
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 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  
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 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  
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 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the  
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 Mayor's proposed  

 Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options  

 for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of  

 which would see a 38%  

 increase over three  

 years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic  

 circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option –  

 which is still much  

 higher than inflation  

 despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less”  

 option. 
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 I strongly urge  

 Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing  

 rates increases over  

 and above inflation by  

 cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council- 

 Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money  

 spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all  

 non-essential roles until  

 an independent review  

 has been taken to  

 address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council  

 managers increasing  

 much higher than those  

 the private sector. 

840



#26131 
 

 - Pausing expensive  

 and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport.  

 This money should be  

 used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing  

 core council services  

 such as effective waste  

 management, public  

 bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the  

 Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure  

 investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed  

 “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's  
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 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  

 keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the  

 submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their  

 vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed  

 Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options  

 for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of  

 which would see a 38%  

 increase over three  

 years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic  

 circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option –  

 which is still much  

 higher than inflation  

 despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge  

 Councillors to explore  
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 ways of preventing  

 rates increases over  

 and above inflation by  

 cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council- 

 Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money  

 spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all  

 non-essential roles until  

 an independent review  

 has been taken to  

 address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council  

 managers increasing  

 much higher than those  

 the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive  

 and unnecessary  
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 marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport.  

 This money should be  

 used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing  

 core council services  

 such as effective waste  

 management, public  

 bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the  

 Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure  

 investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed  

 “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  
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 keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the  

 submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their  

 vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 
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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 
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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. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

856



#26138 
 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

858



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

859



#26147 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

863



#26147 
 
 

4d. Do you have 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? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

883



#26213 
 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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? 

Auckland Netball is based in St Johns and has 30 outdoor rubberised courts, 840 
carparks, and a building with 3 indoor wooden courts, and facilities for meetings and a 
café area. Auckland Netball has a lease with council until 2053. Auckland Netball owns 
the building and courts and carparks. 

891



#26245 
 

Auckland Netball has received an annual operating grant of $150k for the last 18 
years. This is in lieu of council maintaining our St Johns facilities. The grant is used 
towards the upkeep and running of all the outdoor facilities. 

Our annual repairs and maintenance costs for the year ended 30 November 2023 
were $337,372.00. This does not include any asset maintenance which was a further 
$75,000. For the year ending 2024 we are forecasting asset maintenance costs 
excluding Repairs and Maintenance to be $781,357 (this includes a LED lighting 
upgrade of $570,000). 

Auckland Netball has an ongoing asset maintenance plan for the next 4 years and has 
identified the following: 

2024 Asset Maintenance Forecasted Costs 781,357.00 

2025 Asset Maintenance Forecasted Costs 205,293.00 

2026 Asset Maintenance Forecasted Costs 44,882.00 

2027 Asset Maintenance Forecasted Costs 130,000.00 

The above picture shows why we need Councils’ current commitment to community 
sport and recreation. We are very aware of the ongoing costs that are required to 
maintain the facilities in a pristine condition. 

We thank Auckland Council for their ongoing support to Auckland Netball and their 
support to the Sport and Recreation sector, without Council’s support and investment, 
many of our wider community would not have been able to take part in sport and 
recreation. Investing in our people and communities must remain a priority. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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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: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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 
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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. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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? 

Auckland Netball Centre Inc. is a not-for-profit organisation that focuses on netball at 
grassroots level. It is affiliated to Netball New Zealand, the national netball body. 
Auckland Netball Centre Inc. is run by a team of twelve staff supported by a dedicated 
volunteer group. Auckland Netball, situated in St Johns, only 10 minutes from the city 
centre, is a significant contributor to netball in New Zealand. The largest centre in New 
Zealand is home to over 980 affiliated winter competition teams. With other leagues 
and wider community usage over 500,000 people pass through the gates per annum 
as at 31 December 2023 

We submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact 
the play, active recreation, and sport sector. 

We support the following aspects of the consultation: 

• We support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and the 
strongly support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the 
fund. 
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• We propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of 
community sport and recreation facilities including, but not limited to, indoor sports 
facilities. 

• We advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the grant.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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? 

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. 
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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? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you 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? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

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. 

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 maximised.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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 funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 
evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation – improved 
physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 
productivity gains, and educational outcomes. 

I urge investment in the sport and recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without 
this commitment from Council our current and future community sport and recreation 
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spaces will be compromised. This means our growing, increasingly diverse population 
will not have access to fit-for-purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to 
enable them to connect with their community and live active, healthy lives. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am part of the sport and recreation sector in Auckland. I participate in the sport of 
table tennis.  

Our sector is critical in making Auckland a great place to be. We rely on hard working 
volunteers and build strong communities – Council’s support is critical to enable our 
sector to achieve what it does.   

Auckland Council is the major provider of our city’s sport and recreation facilities. We 
greatly appreciate this support and investment – without it much of what happens in 
our sector simply wouldn’t be possible. Council’s commitment to the sector has 
provided positive outcomes across the region for an inclusive range of codes, 
demographics, cultures, ages and abilities. I also wish to acknowledge the 
commitment of council staff in supporting the sector. 

I submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact the 
play, active recreation and sport sector. 

I submit that the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council’s Long-term Plan 
appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery. 

I submit that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a 
better outcome for the sport and recreation sector. 

I support the following aspects of the consultation:  

• I support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and strongly 
support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the Fund.  

• I propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities 
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable.  

• I propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of community 
sport and recreation facilities including indoor sports facilities.  

• I advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant.  

• I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to 
enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development 
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities.  
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• I advocate for community use of schools and that consideration be given to the co-
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and 
recreation facilities. 

I participate in the sport of table tennis. Auckland Council has identified there is a 
shortage of indoor court space across the Auckland region. This includes a lack of 
capacity to meet the demand for sports such as table tennis.   

The Auckland table tennis stadium, 99A Gillies Avenue, Epsom is at capacity many 
nights of the week. This impacts my ability to participate. 

The Auckland Table Tennis Association is involved in two Facilities Development 
Projects aimed at addressing the shortage of indoor court space in the Auckland 
region: 

a) Lloyd Elsmore Community Hub: Lloyd Elsmore Park, 451 Pakuranga Road, 
Pakuranga Heights. In the Howick Local Board area. The purpose of the Hub is to 
construct a multi-club and code facility at Lloyd Elsmore Park to accommodate the four 
Founding Members (Auckland Table Tennis Association, Howick Gymnastics Club, 
Pakuranga Bowling Club, and Pakuranga Tennis Club) 

b) Gillies Avenue redevelopment project: Pascoe Quarry, 99 Gillies Avenue, Epsom. In 
the Albert-Eden Local Board area. Auckland Table Tennis Association, Auckland 
Badminton Association, and Olympic Weightlifting Auckland are collaborating to pursue 
redevelopment of the existing Gillies Avenue site
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
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 funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built and there is 
clear evidence that such facilities provide a broad range of benefits to the wider 
community. This includes but is not limited to improved physical and mental health, 
social connectedness, economic and productivity gains, and educational outcomes                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
I participate in the sport of table tennis. Auckland Council has identified there is a 
shortage of indoor court space across the Auckland region. This includes a lack of 
capacity to meet the demand for sports such as table tennis. 
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The Auckland table tennis stadium, 99A Gillies Avenue, Epsom is at capacity many 
nights of the week. This impacts my ability to participate. 

The Auckland Table Tennis Association is involved in two Facilities Development 
Projects aimed at addressing the shortage of indoor court space in the Auckland 
region: a) Lloyd Elsmore Community Hub: Lloyd Elsmore Park, 451 Pakuranga Road, 
Pakuranga Heights. In the Howick Local Board area. The purpose of the Hub is to 
construct a multi-club and code facility at Lloyd Elsmore Park to accommodate the four 
Founding Members (Auckland Table Tennis Association, Howick Gymnastics Club, 
Pakuranga Bowling Club, and Pakuranga Tennis Club) b) Gillies Avenue 
redevelopment project: Pascoe Quarry, 99 Gillies Avenue, Epsom. In the Albert-Eden 
Local Board area. Auckland Table Tennis Association, Auckland Badminton 
Association, and Olympic Weightlifting Auckland are collaborating to pursue 
redevelopment of the existing Gillies Avenue site 

I urge investment in the sport and recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without 
this commitment from Council our current and future community sport and recreation 
spaces will be compromised. This means our growing, increasingly diverse population 
will not have access to fit-for-purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to 
enable them to connect with their community and live active, healthy lives. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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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)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am part of the sport and recreation sector in Auckland. Our sector plays a critical role 
in making Auckland a great place to be now and in the future. We rely on hard working 
volunteers and build strong communities - Council’s support is critical to enable our 
sector to achieve what it does. 

Auckland Council is the major provider of our city’s sport and recreational facilities, and 
your continued support and investment in this growing sport would be greatly 
appreciated. Auckland Council’s commitment to the sector has provided a number of 
positive outcomes across the region for a more inclusive range of codes, 
demographics, cultures, ages and abilities. I therefore wish to acknowledge the 
contributions which Auckland Council has made towards the sport and recreation 
sector. 

I submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact the 
play, active recreation and sport sector. 

I submit that the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council’s Long-term Plan 
appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery. 
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I submit that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a 
better outcome for the sport and recreation sector. 

I support the following aspects of the consultation: 

· I support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and the 
strongly support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the 
Fund. 

· I propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities 
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable. 

· I propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of community 
sport and recreation facilities including indoor sports facilities. 

· I advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant. 

· I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to 
enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development 
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities. 

· I support a review of costs and contractual structure for maintenance on parks and 
open spaces, specifically for sports fields. 

· I advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the co-
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and 
recreation facilities
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable): Auckland Table Tennis Association 

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 funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 
evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation - improved 
physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 
productivity gains, and educational outcomes. I urge investment in the sport and 
recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without this commitment from Council our 
current and future community sport and recreation spaces will be compromised. This 
means our growing, increasingly diverse population will not have access to fit-for-
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purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to enable them to connect with their 
community and live active, healthy lives. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am part of the sport and recreation sector in Auckland. I participate in the sport of 
table tennis. 

Our sector is critical in making Auckland a great place to be. We rely on hard working 
volunteers and build strong communities - Council's support is critical to enable our 
sector to achieve what it does. 

Auckland Council is the major provider of our city's sport and recreation facilities. We 
greatly appreciate this support and investment - without it much of what happens in our 
sector simply wouldn't be possible. Council's commitment to the sector has provided 
positive outcomes across the region for an inclusive range of codes, demographics, 
cultures, ages and abilities. I also wish to acknowledge the commitment of council staff 
in supporting the sector. 

I submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact the 
play, active recreation and sport sector. 

I submit that the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council's Long-term Plan 
appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery. 

I submit that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a 
better outcome for the sport and recreation sector. 

I support the following aspects of the consultation: 

• I support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and strongly 
support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the Fund. 

• I propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities 
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable. 

•  I propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of 
community sport and recreation facilities including indoor sports facilities. 

• I advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant. 

• I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to 
enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development 
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities. 

• I advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the co- 
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and 
recreation facilities. 
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More funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 
evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation - improved 
physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 
productivity gains, and educational outcomes. 

  

I participate in the sport of table tennis. Auckland Council has identified there is a 
shortage of indoor court space across the Auckland region. This includes a lack of 
capacity to meet the demand for sports such as table tennis. 

The Auckland table tennis stadium, 99A Gillies Avenue, Epsom is at capacity many 
nights of the week. This impacts my ability to participate. 

The Auckland Table Tennis Association is involved in two Facilities Development 
Projects aimed at addressing the shortage of indoor court space in the Auckland 
region: 

a) Lloyd Elsmore Community Hub: Lloyd Elsmore Park, 451 Pakuranga Road, 
Pakuranga Heights. In the Howick Local Board area. The purpose of the Hub is to 
construct a multi-club and code facility at Lloyd Elsmore Park to accommodate the four 
Founding Members (Auckland Table Tennis Association, Howick Gymnastics Club, 
Pakuranga Bowling Club, and Pakuranga Tennis Club) 

b) Gillies Avenue redevelopment project: Pascoe Quarry, 99 Gillies Avenue, 
Epsom. In the Albert-Eden Local Board area. Auckland Table Tennis Association, 
Auckland Badminton Association, and Olympic Weightlifting Auckland are collaborating 
to pursue redevelopment of the existing Gillies Avenue site 

I urge investment in the sport and recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without 
this commitment from Council our current and future community sport and recreation 
spaces will be compromised. This means our growing, increasingly diverse population 
will not have access to fit-for-purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to 
enable them to connect with their community and live active, healthy lives.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable): Auckland Table Tennis Association 

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 funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 
evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation - improved 
physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 
productivity gains, and educational outcomes. I urge investment in the sport and 
recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without this commitment from Council our 
current and future community sport and recreation spaces will be compromised. This 
means our growing, increasingly diverse population will not have access to fit-for-
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purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to enable them to connect with their 
community and live active, healthy lives. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

923



#26398 
 
8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am part of the sport and recreation sector in Auckland. I participate in the sport of 
table tennis. 

Our sector is critical in making Auckland a great place to be. We rely on hard working 
volunteers and build strong communities - Council's support is critical to enable our 
sector to achieve what it does. 

Auckland Council is the major provider of our city's sport and recreation facilities. We 
greatly appreciate this support and investment - without it much of what happens in our 
sector simply wouldn't be possible. Council's commitment to the sector has provided 
positive outcomes across the region for an inclusive range of codes, demographics, 
cultures, ages and abilities. I also wish to acknowledge the commitment of council staff 
in supporting the sector. 

I submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact the 
play, active recreation and sport sector. 

I submit that the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council's Long-term Plan 
appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery. 

I submit that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a 
better outcome for the sport and recreation sector. 

I support the following aspects of the consultation: 

• I support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and strongly 
support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the Fund. 

• I propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities 
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable. 

•  I propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of 
community sport and recreation facilities including indoor sports facilities. 

• I advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant. 

• I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to 
enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development 
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities. 

• I advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the co- 
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and 
recreation facilities. 
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More funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 
evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation - improved 
physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 
productivity gains, and educational outcomes. 

  

I participate in the sport of table tennis. Auckland Council has identified there is a 
shortage of indoor court space across the Auckland region. This includes a lack of 
capacity to meet the demand for sports such as table tennis. 

The Auckland table tennis stadium, 99A Gillies Avenue, Epsom is at capacity many 
nights of the week. This impacts my ability to participate. 

The Auckland Table Tennis Association is involved in two Facilities Development 
Projects aimed at addressing the shortage of indoor court space in the Auckland 
region: 

a) Lloyd Elsmore Community Hub: Lloyd Elsmore Park, 451 Pakuranga Road, 
Pakuranga Heights. In the Howick Local Board area. The purpose of the Hub is to 
construct a multi-club and code facility at Lloyd Elsmore Park to accommodate the four 
Founding Members (Auckland Table Tennis Association, Howick Gymnastics Club, 
Pakuranga Bowling Club, and Pakuranga Tennis Club) 

b) Gillies Avenue redevelopment project: Pascoe Quarry, 99 Gillies Avenue, 
Epsom. In the Albert-Eden Local Board area. Auckland Table Tennis Association, 
Auckland Badminton Association, and Olympic Weightlifting Auckland are collaborating 
to pursue redevelopment of the existing Gillies Avenue site 

I urge investment in the sport and recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without 
this commitment from Council our current and future community sport and recreation 
spaces will be compromised. This means our growing, increasingly diverse population 
will not have access to fit-for-purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to 
enable them to connect with their community and live active, healthy lives.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable): Somerville Hockey Club 

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? 

 

Sports clubs rely on the input of volunteers. This is becoming harder and harder. 
Access to funding is reducing and reliant on people able to spend time on applications. 
Council organisations need to retain a method to support the ongoing work of 
organisations providing vital recreational facilities to their community. 
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The ability for ongoing access to sports facilities for all must be something funded by 
local government. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

We are part of the sport and recreation sector in Auckland. 

Our sector is critical in making Auckland a great place to be. We rely on hard working 
volunteers and build strong communities – Council’s support is critical to enable our 
sector to achieve what it does.   

We submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact 
the play, active recreation and sport sector. 

We submit that the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council’s Long-term 
Plan appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery. 

We submit that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide 
a better outcome for the sport and recreation sector. 

We support the following aspects of the consultation:  

• We support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and the 
strongly support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the 
Fund.  

• We propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities 
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable.  

• We propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of 
community sport and recreation facilities including, but not limited to, indoor sports 
facilities.  

• We advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant.  

• We support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions 
to enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development 
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities.  

• We support a review of costs and contractual structure for maintenance on parks and 
open spaces, specifically for sports fields. 

• We 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): Auckland Table Tennis Association 

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 funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 
evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation - improved 
physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 
productivity gains, and educational outcomes. I urge investment in the sport and 
recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without this commitment from Council our 
current and future community sport and recreation spaces will be compromised. This 
means our growing, increasingly diverse population will not have access to fit-for-
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purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to enable them to connect with their 
community and live active, healthy lives. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

932



#26405 
 
 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am part of the sport and recreation sector in Auckland. I participate in the sport of 
table tennis. 

Our sector is critical in making Auckland a great place to be. We rely on hard working 
volunteers and build strong communities - Council's support is critical to enable our 
sector to achieve what it does. 

Auckland Council is the major provider of our city's sport and recreation facilities. We 
greatly appreciate this support and investment - without it much of what happens in our 
sector simply wouldn't be possible. Council's commitment to the sector has provided 
positive outcomes across the region for an inclusive range of codes, demographics, 
cultures, ages and abilities. I also wish to acknowledge the commitment of council staff 
in supporting the sector. 

I submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact the 
play, active recreation and sport sector. 

I submit that the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council's Long-term Plan 
appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery. 

I submit that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a 
better outcome for the sport and recreation sector. 

I support the following aspects of the consultation: 

• I support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and strongly 
support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the Fund. 

• I propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities 
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable. 

•  I propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of 
community sport and recreation facilities including indoor sports facilities. 

• I advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant. 

• I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to 
enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development 
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities. 

• I advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the co- 
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and 
recreation facilities. 
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More funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 
evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation - improved 
physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 
productivity gains, and educational outcomes. 

  

I participate in the sport of table tennis. Auckland Council has identified there is a 
shortage of indoor court space across the Auckland region. This includes a lack of 
capacity to meet the demand for sports such as table tennis. 

The Auckland table tennis stadium, 99A Gillies Avenue, Epsom is at capacity many 
nights of the week. This impacts my ability to participate. 

The Auckland Table Tennis Association is involved in two Facilities Development 
Projects aimed at addressing the shortage of indoor court space in the Auckland 
region: 

a) Lloyd Elsmore Community Hub: Lloyd Elsmore Park, 451 Pakuranga Road, 
Pakuranga Heights. In the Howick Local Board area. The purpose of the Hub is to 
construct a multi-club and code facility at Lloyd Elsmore Park to accommodate the four 
Founding Members (Auckland Table Tennis Association, Howick Gymnastics Club, 
Pakuranga Bowling Club, and Pakuranga Tennis Club) 

b) Gillies Avenue redevelopment project: Pascoe Quarry, 99 Gillies Avenue, 
Epsom. In the Albert-Eden Local Board area. Auckland Table Tennis Association, 
Auckland Badminton Association, and Olympic Weightlifting Auckland are collaborating 
to pursue redevelopment of the existing Gillies Avenue site 

I urge investment in the sport and recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without 
this commitment from Council our current and future community sport and recreation 
spaces will be compromised. This means our growing, increasingly diverse population 
will not have access to fit-for-purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to 
enable them to connect with their community and live active, healthy lives.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: 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 funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 
evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation - improved 
physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 
productivity gains, and educational outcomes. I urge investment in the sport and 
recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without this commitment from Council our 
current and future community sport and recreation spaces will be compromised. This 
means our growing, increasingly diverse population will not have access to fit-for-
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purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to enable them to connect with their 
community and live active, healthy lives. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am part of the sport and recreation sector in Auckland. I participate in the sport of 
table tennis. 

Our sector is critical in making Auckland a great place to be. We rely on hard working 
volunteers and build strong communities - Council's support is critical to enable our 
sector to achieve what it does. 

Auckland Council is the major provider of our city's sport and recreation facilities. We 
greatly appreciate this support and investment - without it much of what happens in our 
sector simply wouldn't be possible. Council's commitment to the sector has provided 
positive outcomes across the region for an inclusive range of codes, demographics, 
cultures, ages and abilities. I also wish to acknowledge the commitment of council staff 
in supporting the sector. 

I submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact the 
play, active recreation and sport sector. 

I submit that the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council's Long-term Plan 
appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery. 

I submit that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a 
better outcome for the sport and recreation sector. 

I support the following aspects of the consultation: 

• I support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and strongly 
support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the Fund. 

• I propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities 
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable. 

•  I propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of 
community sport and recreation facilities including indoor sports facilities. 

• I advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant. 

• I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to 
enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development 
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities. 

• I advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the co- 
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and 
recreation facilities. 
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More funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 
evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation - improved 
physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 
productivity gains, and educational outcomes. 

  

I participate in the sport of table tennis. Auckland Council has identified there is a 
shortage of indoor court space across the Auckland region. This includes a lack of 
capacity to meet the demand for sports such as table tennis. 

The Auckland table tennis stadium, 99A Gillies Avenue, Epsom is at capacity many 
nights of the week. This impacts my ability to participate. 

The Auckland Table Tennis Association is involved in two Facilities Development 
Projects aimed at addressing the shortage of indoor court space in the Auckland 
region: 

a) Lloyd Elsmore Community Hub: Lloyd Elsmore Park, 451 Pakuranga Road, 
Pakuranga Heights. In the Howick Local Board area. The purpose of the Hub is to 
construct a multi-club and code facility at Lloyd Elsmore Park to accommodate the four 
Founding Members (Auckland Table Tennis Association, Howick Gymnastics Club, 
Pakuranga Bowling Club, and Pakuranga Tennis Club) 

b) Gillies Avenue redevelopment project: Pascoe Quarry, 99 Gillies Avenue, 
Epsom. In the Albert-Eden Local Board area. Auckland Table Tennis Association, 
Auckland Badminton Association, and Olympic Weightlifting Auckland are collaborating 
to pursue redevelopment of the existing Gillies Avenue site 

I urge investment in the sport and recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without 
this commitment from Council our current and future community sport and recreation 
spaces will be compromised. This means our growing, increasingly diverse population 
will not have access to fit-for-purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to 
enable them to connect with their community and live active, healthy lives.

942




