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#25215
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-



Year Budget).

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

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

| 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 Councill,

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

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




#25217
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

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

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

Auckland ratepayers.

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. |
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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| 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,

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

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

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

Auckland ratepayers.

Of the three options presented, 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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| strongly urge Councillors to explore
ways of preventing rates increases over
and 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

14



rubbish collection.

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

| 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?

#25217

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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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#25219
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes —
the most expensive of which would see a
38% increase over three years. Rates
should be limited to inflation and the
Council should cut its cloth to reflect the
current economic circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

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

| 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 Councill,

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes —
the most expensive of which would see a
38% increase over three years. Rates
should be limited to inflation and the
Council should cut its cloth to reflect the
current economic circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

investment.

This should include:

- A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles
until an independent review has been
taken to address concerns of overstaffing
and the salaries of council managers
increasing much higher than those the
private sector.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter
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about infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

26



#25219

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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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#25220
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year
Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

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

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

| 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).

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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).

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

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

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

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

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

41



#25230
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

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

| 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 Councill,

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

| 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.

| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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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At the end of the day Rates is just another tax.
Think outside the box and change the way you
spread the load. Everyone earning a wage
should pay.....why is it just the home owner

and business that pay. So unfair

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).

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

| strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of

54



preventing rates increases over and 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.

| also call on the Council to get smarter about

infrastructure investment. | support the Mayor's
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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!'

At the end of the day Rates is just another tax.
Think outside the box and change the way you
spread the load. Everyone earning a wage
should pay.....why is it just the home owner

and business that pay. So unfair

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?

#25233

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase
over three years. Rates should be limited to
inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| 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).

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase
over three years. Rates should be limited to
inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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).

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| 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:

73



#25236

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes.

If I have to select one, my preferred
option is lowest option — which is still

much higher than it should be

| want Councillors to find ways to
prevent rates increases above inflation
rates.

Cut wasteful spending, stop funding
Council-Controlled Organisations.
Reallocate money for operations and

staffing to capital and infrastructure.

Fix our roads damaged by floods.

Dredge the Kaipara river to prevent
more floods like Rodney council used
to do before the "Super City" took over
Rodney.

Stop wasting money -

Stop Rainbow initiatives eg painting
roads, sponsoring pride parades

Stop dragtime stories

Stop art works and nice to have
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beautification works until the basics
are Fixed.
Stop installing speedhumps, just flat

pedestrian crossings are fine.

Focus on services that help people
such as libraries and fitness gyms and

pools.

Put back public bins to reduce the
littering

”

| support the proposed “Future Fund
Keep rates and debt are kept down.

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the
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(10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate hikes.

If I have to select one, my preferred
option is lowest option — which is still

much higher than it should be

I want Councillors to find ways to
prevent rates increases above inflation
rates.

Cut wasteful spending, stop funding
Council-Controlled Organisations.
Reallocate money for operations and

staffing to capital and infrastructure.

Fix our roads damaged by floods.

Dredge the Kaipara river to prevent
more floods like Rodney council used
to do before the "Super City" took over
Rodney.

Stop wasting money -

Stop Rainbow initiatives eg painting
roads, sponsoring pride parades

Stop dragtime stories
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Stop art works and nice to have
beautification works until the basics
are Fixed.

Stop installing speedhumps, just flat

pedestrian crossings are fine.
Focus on services that help people
such as libraries and fitness gyms and

pools.

Put back public bins to reduce the

littering

| support the proposed “Future Fund”
Keep rates and debt are kept down.

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Tell us why:
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2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

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

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Other

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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
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provide feedback on
the Mayor's proposed
Long-Term Plan (10-
Year Budget).

| reject all three
options for rate hikes
— the most expensive
of which would see a
38% increase over
three years. Rates
should be limited to
inflation and the
Council should cut its
cloth to reflect the
current economic
circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

labelled the “pay less,

85

#25240



get less” option.

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

| also call on the

Council to get
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smarter about
infrastructure
investment. | 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.

| 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,

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

| reject all three
options for rate hikes
— the most expensive
of which would see a
38% increase over
three years. Rates
should be limited to
inflation and the
Council should cut its
cloth to reflect the
current economic
circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

| strongly urge
Councillors to explore
ways of preventing
rates increases over
and 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
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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
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effective waste
management, public
bins, and weekly

rubbish collection.

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Other
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

94



#25240

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

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most expensive of
which would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the

current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

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

| strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates
increases over and 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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| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure
investment. | 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.

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-

Term Plan (10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most expensive of
which would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the

current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.
Of the three options presented, 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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| strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates
increases over and 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. | 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.

| endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and

100



#25243

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

“pay less, get less” option.

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

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

“pay less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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,

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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).

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

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

ratepayers.

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

deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option

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

123



#25252

- 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.

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

| 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 Councill,

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

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

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

ratepayers.

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

deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option

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

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

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have 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: | don't know

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

Do less (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, Stop wasting money on non essential cultural based agendas
and fund essential services fully!! https://ourauckland.aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/n
ews/2024/03/19-parks-and-places-in-howick- to-receive-maori-names/ | am writing to
provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). | reject
all three options for rate hikes — the most expensive of which would see a 38%
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increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.
Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option — which is still
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”
option. | strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over
and 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. | also call on the Council to
get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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. | 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, Stop wasting money on non essential cultural based agendas
and fund essential services fully!! https://ourauckland.aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/n
ews/2024/03/19-parks-and-places-in-howick- to-receive-maori-names/ | am writing to
provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). | reject
all three options for rate hikes — the most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.
Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option — which is still
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”
option. | strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over
and 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. | also call on the Council to
get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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. | 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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 Councill,

I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase
over three years. Rates should be limited to
inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| 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).

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase
over three years. Rates should be limited to
inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

labelled the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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,

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

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

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

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

labelled the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

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

| 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 Councill,

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

| 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.

| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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).

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

ratepayers.

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

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

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

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

| 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).

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

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

ratepayers.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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).

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

“pay less, get less” option.

This plan is an example of what is wrong with Council expenditure - the 674 page
support document is totally lacking in facilitating meaningful input.

Except to say the Planning Department is lost and clearly too large. The whole LRP is
predicated on Business as Usual which is unacceptable to me.

A very small example - St Andrews Rd in Epsom is currently having a kerb upgrade.
Doesn't look necessary and certainly could be deferred when

times are tough. Just don't think you get it, things have to go when funding is
restricted. A clearout of senior Management should be a starting point (ok

new appointments have a chance but make action quick). Stop the bickering between
Mayor/Council and Departments - be aligned or don't be there.

Then start getting rid of the frivolous until we get spend below the low case increases
as a start.

The Council remains Bureaucratic and flailing at central Government is just silly - |
don't want this Council to get more funding until we really address

our spends.

Have we flattened layers across Council - not from what we see and we hear that in
recent times a huge number have been appointed on big salaries -

just slipped through | guess but has it changed? Think not, so we need to get serious.
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I hear of Council meetings with huge numbers of attendees representing so many
stakeholders - can't afford this approach, change it.

Why haven't road humps been stopped whist they are investigated? Had plenty of
time to do that.

Why do | see 10 people replanting/restructuring a garden at Greenwoods Corner
when only 2/3 are doing actual work at any one time?

Why are we spending $170 million plus on Maori agendas, what does this deliver?
Separatism, further unhappiness maybe - need aligned agendas

with the community (as in 100%, not 12%) and clear outcomes for me to support that
one. | could if it made sense but not this amount.

We need to rethink saving the planet - I'm guessing the ridiculous TERP is dead, if it
isn't please kill it. It was another huge, ridiculous document from

the Planning Dept. Have we got children in charge there? What was the target for
aircraft emissions, down 70% by 2050 or something/ So our Council

has a team working on that one do they? Trouble is we have embedded bureacracy
everywhere to support this and othe Social goals. Layers on layers

of people doing work of Central Government reinventing the Climate Change wheel.
Keep it very simple and close down the resource around this.

But get a second road Harbour crossing off the agenda - focus at this point on the
lower cost big transport items that will deliver. The NW Bus lane, the

Botany/Manukau bus system/and figure out a low cost extension of the Northern
Busway into the city (think a crossing including bike/pedestrian for that

maybe needed).

Then the Council goes and sells downtown parking, the one bit of infrastructure the
Council claims is ahead of needs - how silly is that?
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Legal bills must be huge, but couldn't see that in the LRP (may have missed it in the
674 pages) - need to restructure the liabilities of Council on

signing off Building projects, cannot have general ratepayers liable for shoddy
workmanship (same as auditors are not resposible for every bit of fraud

they miss).
But there is so much more waste embedded throughout Council.

It is most upsetting when | hear Departments quoting their legal rights against Council
wishes - ultimately the Council must prevail and it has the

Funding/Budget as the source of power. So clear away roadblocks.

So my support for the low case is very conditional while bigger moves are made to
reduce spend.

Stewart Brown

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

“pay less, get less” option.

This plan is an example of what is wrong with Council expenditure - the 674 page
support document is totally lacking in facilitating meaningful input.

Except to say the Planning Department is lost and clearly too large. The whole LRP is
predicated on Business as Usual which is unacceptable to me.

A very small example - St Andrews Rd in Epsom is currently having a kerb upgrade.
Doesn't look necessary and certainly could be deferred when

times are tough. Just don't think you get it, things have to go when funding is
restricted. A clearout of senior Management should be a starting point (ok

new appointments have a chance but make action quick). Stop the bickering between
Mayor/Council and Departments - be aligned or don't be there.

Then start getting rid of the frivolous until we get spend below the low case increases
as a start.

The Council remains Bureaucratic and flailing at central Government is just silly - |
don't want this Council to get more funding until we really address

our spends.

Have we flattened layers across Council - not from what we see and we hear that in
recent times a huge number have been appointed on big salaries -

just slipped through | guess but has it changed? Think not, so we need to get serious.

| hear of Council meetings with huge numbers of attendees representing so many
stakeholders - can't afford this approach, change it.

Why haven't road humps been stopped whist they are investigated? Had plenty of
time to do that.
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Why do | see 10 people replanting/restructuring a garden at Greenwoods Corner
when only 2/3 are doing actual work at any one time?

Why are we spending $170 million plus on Maori agendas, what does this deliver?
Separatism, further unhappiness maybe - need aligned agendas

with the community (as in 100%, not 12%) and clear outcomes for me to support that
one. | could if it made sense but not this amount.

We need to rethink saving the planet - I'm guessing the ridiculous TERP is dead, if it
isn't please kill it. It was another huge, ridiculous document from

the Planning Dept. Have we got children in charge there? What was the target for
aircraft emissions, down 70% by 2050 or something/ So our Council

has a team working on that one do they? Trouble is we have embedded bureacracy
everywhere to support this and othe Social goals. Layers on layers

of people doing work of Central Government reinventing the Climate Change wheel.
Keep it very simple and close down the resource around this.

But get a second road Harbour crossing off the agenda - focus at this point on the
lower cost big transport items that will deliver. The NW Bus lane, the

Botany/Manukau bus system/and figure out a low cost extension of the Northern
Busway into the city (think a crossing including bike/pedestrian for that

maybe needed).

Then the Council goes and sells downtown parking, the one bit of infrastructure the
Council claims is ahead of needs - how silly is that?

Legal bills must be huge, but couldn't see that in the LRP (may have missed it in the
674 pages) - need to restructure the liabilities of Council on

signing off Building projects, cannot have general ratepayers liable for shoddy
workmanship (same as auditors are not resposible for every bit of fraud

they miss).
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But there is so much more waste embedded throughout Council.

It is most upsetting when | hear Departments quoting their legal rights against Council
wishes - ultimately the Council must prevail and it has the

Funding/Budget as the source of power. So clear away roadblocks.

So my support for the low case is very conditional while bigger moves are made to
reduce spend.

Stewart Brown

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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).

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

less” option.

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

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

| 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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PS

Also, | have lived on Taiapa Road Muriwai
for 36 years....| would really like to see the
road sealed before | leave this earth! Stop
wasting money and see to our
roads....please!

Joanne Lockwood

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).

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

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

| strongly urge Councillors to explore ways
of preventing rates increases over and
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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| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. | 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.

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

PS

Also, | have lived on Taiapa Road Muriwai
for 36 years....| would really like to see the
road sealed before | leave this earth! Stop
wasting money and see to our
roads....please!

Joanne Lockwood

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Tell us why:
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2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

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

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Other
Tell us here:

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

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback

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

| reject all three options for rate
hikes — the most expensive of
which would see a 38% increase
over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council
should cut its cloth to reflect the
current economic circumstances

facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback
on the Mayor's proposed Long-

Term Plan (10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate
hikes — the most expensive of
which would see a 38% increase
over three years. Rates should be

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

facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get
smarter about infrastructure
investment. | 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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| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

Address the madness in Auckland traffic. |
enter the motorway ramp in oposite
direction as you DON'T UNDERSTAND
WHAT GOING ON. This waste of money in
cones all over the place are not inly a
waste of taxpayer money but a major
cause of accidents, and distress to
everyone. Those waste of money needs to
be use to fix roads not make our life
difficult and cause more problems than it
actually prevent.

Those bumpers, change of speed limit,
proposal to introduce bilingual signage

shows how little consideration Council
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have for tax payer money.

The people who iaproved and mplemented
bike lanes in places that was clearly a
waste of money should be let go. This was
clearly a waste of billions of dollars from
tax payer money tgat you choose to go
ahead regardless of public intervention. |
kept on writing as I'm in Auckland traffic for
ours in most parts of Auckland. | kept on
trying to get sense in the wat Council
waste our money, bad planning, lack of
consideration for people's daily life and
simply TOO MANY BAD CHOICES THAT
OF COURSE WILL ADD EXTRA COST.
YOU ARE MOT DOING WHAT NEED IT
TO HELP AND BUILD THE CITY. BUT
INSTEAD TO IMPLEMENT WITH
TREMENDOUS AMOUNT OF MONEY
FUTURISTIC PROJECTS THAT HAVE NO
REAL BENEFIT TO OUR LIFE. MAKE IT
EASIER TO MOVE IN Auckland, live in
Auckland, or enjoy Auckland. Council
plans have destroy city central area. You
are doing so much harm that you can't
justice your huge salaries. Look at the

mess innthis city.
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| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. | 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.

| 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,

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be

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

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

Address the madness in Auckland traffic. |
enter the motorway ramp in oposite
direction as you DON'T UNDERSTAND
WHAT GOING ON. This waste of money in
cones all over the place are not inly a
waste of taxpayer money but a major
cause of accidents, and distress to
everyone. Those waste of money needs to
be use to fix roads not make our life
difficult and cause more problems than it
actually prevent.

Those bumpers, change of speed limit,
proposal to introduce bilingual signage
shows how little consideration Council
have for tax payer money.

The people who iaproved and mplemented
bike lanes in places that was clearly a
waste of money should be let go. This was
clearly a waste of billions of dollars from

tax payer money tgat you choose to go

234

#25289



ahead regardless of public intervention. |
kept on writing as I'm in Auckland traffic for
ours in most parts of Auckland. | kept on
trying to get sense in the wat Council
waste our money, bad planning, lack of
consideration for people's daily life and
simply TOO MANY BAD CHOICES THAT
OF COURSE WILL ADD EXTRA COST.
YOU ARE MOT DOING WHAT NEED IT
TO HELP AND BUILD THE CITY. BUT
INSTEAD TO IMPLEMENT WITH
TREMENDOUS AMOUNT OF MONEY
FUTURISTIC PROJECTS THAT HAVE NO
REAL BENEFIT TO OUR LIFE. MAKE IT
EASIER TO MOVE IN Auckland, live in
Auckland, or enjoy Auckland. Council
plans have destroy city central area. You
are doing so much harm that you can't
justice your huge salaries. Look at the

mess innthis city.

| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. | 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'
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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:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

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

Tell us here:

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

Other
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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,

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase
over three years. Rates should be limited to
inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| 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).

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase
over three years. Rates should be limited to
inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic circumstances facing

Auckland ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes

— the most expensive of which would

see a 38% increase over three years.

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

ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on
the Mayor's proposed Long-Term

Plan (10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate hikes
— the most expensive of which would
see a 38% increase 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.

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

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

| 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

265



#25296

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

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

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

6b. Do you have 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes
— the most expensive of which would
see a 38% increase over three years.
Rates should be limited to inflation
and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic
circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get
smarter about infrastructure
investment. | 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
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that money to invest in infrastructure

so that rates and debt are kept down.

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the
Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan

(10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate hikes
— the most expensive of which would
see a 38% increase over three years.
Rates should be limited to inflation
and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic
circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

| strongly urge Councillors to explore
ways of preventing rates increases
over and 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
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should be used to fix roads and
maintain transport infrastructure.

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

rubbish collection.

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

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

“pay less, get less” option.

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

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

“pay less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

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

| 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 Councill,

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

| 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.

| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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

294



#25303

proposed Long-Term Plan

(10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for
rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would
see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should
be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its
cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances
facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

option.
| strongly urge Councillors

to explore ways of

preventing rates increases

295



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

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

collection.

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide
feedback on the Mayor's
proposed Long-Term Plan

(10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for
rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would
see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should
be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its
cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances
facing Auckland

ratepayers.
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Of the three options
presented, my preferred
option is lowest option —
which is still much higher
than inflation despite it
being deceptively labelled
the “pay less, get less”

option.

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

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

proposed “Future Fund”
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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.

| 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?

#25303

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes

— the most expensive of which would

see a 38% increase over three years.

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

ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on
the Mayor's proposed Long-Term

Plan (10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate hikes
— the most expensive of which would
see a 38% increase 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.

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

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

| 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:

311



#25304

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

ratepayers.

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

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

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

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

| 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).

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

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

ratepayers.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

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

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

| 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 Councill,

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

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

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

get less” option.

| 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.

| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

329




#25306

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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).

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes
— the most expensive of which would
see a 38% increase over three years.
Rates should be limited to inflation
and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic
circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

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

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

340

#25315



#25315

that money to invest in infrastructure

so that rates and debt are kept down.

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the
Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan

(10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate hikes
— the most expensive of which would
see a 38% increase over three years.
Rates should be limited to inflation
and the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic
circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

| strongly urge Councillors to explore
ways of preventing rates increases
over and 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
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should be used to fix roads and
maintain transport infrastructure.

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

rubbish collection.

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

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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,

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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,

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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).

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| 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)?

368



#25323

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

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

370



#25323

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. | 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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| 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).

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

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

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

less, get less” option.

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

| 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)?

375



#25324

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes —
the most expensive of which would see
a 38% increase over three years.
Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic
circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

the “pay less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get
smarter about infrastructure
investment. | 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
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that money to invest in infrastructure

so that rates and debt are kept down.

| 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).

| reject all three options for rate hikes —
the most expensive of which would see
a 38% increase over three years.
Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to
reflect the current economic
circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

Of the three options presented, my

preferred option is lowest option —
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which is still much higher than inflation
despite it being deceptively labelled

the “pay less, get less” option.

| strongly urge Councillors to explore
ways of preventing rates increases
over and 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
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maintain transport infrastructure.

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

rubbish collection.

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Tell us why:
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2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

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

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Other
Tell us here:

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

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes

— the most expensive of which would

see a 38% increase over three years.

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

ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on
the Mayor's proposed Long-Term

Plan (10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate hikes
— the most expensive of which would
see a 38% increase 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.

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

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

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

less, get less” option.

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

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing with respect to the proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). | agree
with the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance, that rate increases should be
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limited to inflation, and support their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending
in our Super City!" | believe that local government (and national)

need to get realistic about what services and upgrades we can actually afford, and
limit spend to our means (not just looking to debt or increased taxes).

That means differentiating between needs, and nice-to-have's (like everyone else has
to) - ruining Mission Bay with unused cycleways, for example.

Though, that isn't even nice to have.

Obviously, of the three options presented | would prefer the lowest option. And |
support the proposed “Future Fund”, leasing the operation of Auckland's

Ports and ringfencing the resulting funds for infrastructure investment, to keep debt
and rates as low as possible.

Thanks for your time and consideration.

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 with respect to the proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). | agree
with the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance, that rate increases should be

limited to inflation, and support their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending
in our Super City!" | believe that local government (and national)

need to get realistic about what services and upgrades we can actually afford, and
limit spend to our means (not just looking to debt or increased taxes).

That means differentiating between needs, and nice-to-have's (like everyone else has
to) - ruining Mission Bay with unused cycleways, for example.

Though, that isn't even nice to have.

Obviously, of the three options presented | would prefer the lowest option. And |
support the proposed “Future Fund”, leasing the operation of Auckland's
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Ports and ringfencing the resulting funds for infrastructure investment, to keep debt
and rates as low as possible.

Thanks for your time and consideration.
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
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Tell us here:

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

Other
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have 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
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback

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

| reject all three options for rate
hikes — the most expensive of
which would see a 38%
increase over three years.
Rates should be limited to
inflation and the Council should
cut its cloth to reflect the
current economic
circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

“pay less, get less” option.

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

Organisations, and
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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
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collection.

| also call on the Council to get
smarter about infrastructure
investment. | 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.
Stop this wastfull spending
every March where gravel is
spread on our roads to use up
budget allocations. It is a waste
of money and will be home in a

week

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback
on the Mayor's proposed Long-

Term Plan (10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate
hikes — the most expensive of
which would see a 38%
increase over three years.
Rates should be limited to
inflation and the Council should
cut its cloth to reflect the
current economic
circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

“pay less, get less” option.

| strongly urge Councillors to
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explore ways of preventing
rates increases over and 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
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maintain transport
infrastructure.

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

collection.

| also call on the Council to get
smarter about infrastructure
investment. | 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.
Stop this wastfull spending
every March where gravel is
spread on our roads to use up
budget allocations. It is a waste
of money and will be home in a

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

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes — the
most expensive of which would see a 38%
increase over three years. Rates should be
limited to inflation and the Council should cut
its cloth to reflect the current economic

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

| strongly 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.
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| also call on the Council to get smarter
about infrastructure investment. | 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.

| 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,

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

circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on

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

| reject all three options for rate hikes

— the most expensive of which would

see a 38% increase over three years.

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

ratepayers.

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

option.

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

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on
the Mayor's proposed Long-Term

Plan (10-Year Budget).

| reject all three options for rate hikes
— the most expensive of which would
see a 38% increase 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.

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

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

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have 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: | don't know

Your feedback

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

Do less (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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

“pay less, get less” option.

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

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

| 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,

| am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's

proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget).
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| reject all three options for rate hikes — the most
expensive of which would see a 38% increase over
three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and
the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current
economic circumstances facing Auckland

ratepayers.

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

“pay less, get less” option.

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

| also call on the Council to get smarter about
infrastructure investment. | 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.
| 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 fo