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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable): 

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

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

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

 independent review has been taken to address  

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

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

9



#  

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

   

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

      

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

   

 This should include: 

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

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

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

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

   

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

      

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

   

 This should include: 

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

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

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

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

  

   

  

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

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

 ratepayers. 

  

   

  

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

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

  

      

  

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

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

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

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

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

  

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

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

  

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

  

   

  

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

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

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

  

   

  

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

 in our Super City!' 

  

 

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

  

   

  

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

  

   

  

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

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

 ratepayers. 

  

   

  

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

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

  

      

  

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

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

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

  

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

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

  

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

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

  

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

  

   

  

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

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

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

  

   

  

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

 in our Super City!' 

35



#22278 
 

  

 

 

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: 

 

36



#22278 
 
4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

50



#22281 
 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

73



#22286 
 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

   

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

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting 'deep state' type back-office activities, and associated 
wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations. Spending to be 
focused on core operations and and correctly-costed infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of over staffing and the ludicrously high salaries of council 
managers (many of which seem unnecessary roles) all of which seem to be increasing 
much faster than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises including the deployment 
of non-nonsensical dual-language signage everywhere 

 - Eliminate all 'investment' in carbon-reduction initiatives. By their very nature they can 
only deliver vastly negative rates of return, notable being so-called “traffic calming 
measures” deployed by Auckland Transport, seemingly nothing more than a guise to 
make driving as unpleasant and fuel-consuming as possible. 

 - Mothball Mt Eden rail link boondoggle until someone can find a way to make its 
operation run without forever being a mighty drag on ratepayers. Name it "Goff's 
Trough" and turn it into a cycle way meantime (blatantly such a waste of money that all 
involved should be ashamed). 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ring fencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

   

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

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting 'deep state' type back-office activities, and associated 
wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations. Spending to be 
focused on core operations and and correctly-costed infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of over staffing and the ludicrously high salaries of council 
managers (many of which seem unnecessary roles) all of which seem to be increasing 
much faster than those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises including the deployment 
of non-nonsensical dual-language signage everywhere 

 - Eliminate all 'investment' in carbon-reduction initiatives. By their very nature they can 
only deliver vastly negative rates of return, notable being so-called “traffic calming 
measures” deployed by Auckland Transport, seemingly nothing more than a guise to 
make driving as unpleasant and fuel-consuming as possible. 

 - Mothball Mt Eden rail link boondoggle until someone can find a way to make its 
operation run without forever being a mighty drag on ratepayers. Name it "Goff's 
Trough" and turn it into a cycle way meantime (blatantly such a waste of money that all 
involved should be ashamed). 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ring fencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

  

 Mayor Brown step up & act on your election promises of cutting wasteful spending of 
Rate Payers' money. 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

   

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

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

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

  

 Mayor Brown step up & act on your election promises of cutting wasteful spending of 
Rate Payers' money. 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 proposed Long-Term Plan  

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors  

 to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by  
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 cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has  

 been taken 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  
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 and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste  

 management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to  

 get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their  
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 vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan  

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option –  
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 which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors  

 to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by  

 cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has  

 been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste  

 management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to  

 get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external  
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 operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their  

 vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

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

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

      

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

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

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

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

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

 higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

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

   

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

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

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

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

   

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

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

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

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

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

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

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

 higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

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

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

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

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

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

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

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

109



#22308 
 

   

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

111



#22308 
 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

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

   

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

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

 option. 

      

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

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

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

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

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

 much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

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

 public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

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

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

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

 down. 

   

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

 Budget). 

   

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

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

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

   

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

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

 option. 

      

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

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

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

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

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

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

 much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

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

 public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

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

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

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

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

 down. 

   

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

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

   

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

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

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

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

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

      

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

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

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

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

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

 higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

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

   

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

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

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

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

   

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

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

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

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

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

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

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

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

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

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

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

 higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

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

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

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

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

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

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

   

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

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

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

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

   

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

 less, get less” option. 

      

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

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

   

 This should include: 

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

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

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

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

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

   

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

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

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

 

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

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

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

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
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  

152



#22355 
 

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  
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 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. This is really a huge 
problem. Even the staff know they are on the pigs back. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  
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 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. This is really a huge 
problem. Even the staff know they are on the pigs back. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review  

 has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I  
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 support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back  

 their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money  
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 spent on operations and staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review  

 has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back  

 their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  
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 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  
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 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  
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 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  
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 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 To add, being on a fixed income of Superannuation this is not affordable. 

  

 Steve Otto. 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 To add, being on a fixed income of Superannuation this is not affordable. 

  

 Steve Otto. 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 

211



#22371 
 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  
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 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  
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 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

250



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those 
the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix 
roads and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund”  

 and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator 
while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates 
and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office  
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 and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those 
the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix 
roads and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund”  

 and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator 
while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates 
and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

260



#22385 
 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option.  I am tired of seeing council funding for services or events 
which are not basic council services.  If money is tight, we cut  

 down on any non-essential spending - why can't the council do the same?  We are not 
getting wage hikes - why should council? 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing more than those in the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

 - Cutting the "nice-to-haves" such as festivals, public events or arts which require 
council funding. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option.  I am tired of seeing council funding for services or events 
which are not basic council services.  If money is tight, we cut  

 down on any non-essential spending - why can't the council do the same?  We are not 
getting wage hikes - why should council? 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  
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 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing more than those in the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

 - Cutting the "nice-to-haves" such as festivals, public events or arts which require 
council funding. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

278



#22387 
 
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is the lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rate increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritizing money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those of the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is the lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rate increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritizing money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those of the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

293



#22389 
 

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  

298



#22390 
 

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three  

 years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect  

 the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still  

 much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back  

 office and wasteful spending,  
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 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken 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. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  

 keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three  

 years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect  

 the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still  

 much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  
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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  
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 roads and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  

 keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

305



#22390 
 
4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

342



#22415 
 

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council  
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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. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

350



#22416 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

368



#22418 
 

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

377



#22420 
 
6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases over  

 and above inflation by cutting back  

 office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  
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 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back  

 their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases over  

 and above inflation by cutting back  

 office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  
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 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back  

 their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

397



#22425 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  

425



#22445 
 

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

427



#22445 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 proposed Long-Term Plan  

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors  

 to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases  
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 over and above inflation by  

 cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has  

 been taken 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. I  

 support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund”  

 and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission  

 of the Auckland  
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 Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan  

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 
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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. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors  

 to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by  

 cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing  

 to 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. 

   

 I also call on the Council to  

 get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I  

 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. 

   

 I endorse the submission  

 of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

448



#22447 
 

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

459



#22449 
 
Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

462



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to 
reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by  

 cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, 
and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and infrastructure 
investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
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  
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 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that 
money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to 
reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by  

 cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, 
and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and infrastructure 
investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher 
than those  

 the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be 
used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that 
money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

524



#22482 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three  

 years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect  

 the current economic  

 circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still  

 much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back  

 office and wasteful spending,  
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 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken 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. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  

 keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three  

 years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect  

 the current economic  

 circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still  

 much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  
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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  
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 roads and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  

 keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  
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 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  
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 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  
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 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  
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 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

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: 

 

564



#22491 
 
4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  
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 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  
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 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

603



#22507 
 
4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

605



#22507 
 

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: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

608



#22508 
 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

625



#22511 
 

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

627



#22511 
 
6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

 

636



#22518 
 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  

639



#22520 
 

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher  

 than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing  
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 that money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan  

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  
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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. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken 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. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

647



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
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.  Buy a pot of yellow paint 
which is  

 all Sydney does.  Humps hinder Police, ambulances and services. 
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 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure.  Buy a pot of yellow paint 
which is  

 all Sydney does.  Humps hinder Police, ambulances and services. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

661



#22523 
 
6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth t³o reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth t³o reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get  

 less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get  

 less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  
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 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  
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 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 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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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: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

717



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  
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 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

771



#22565 
 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

780



#22571 
 

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

785



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

   

 I reject all three  

 options for rate  

 hikes – the most  

 expensive of  

 which would see a  

 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates  

 should be limited  

 to inflation and the  

 Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect  

 the current  

 economic  

 circumstances  

 facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three  

 options presented,  

 my preferred  

 option is lowest  
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 option – which is  

 still much higher  

 than inflation  

 despite it being  

 deceptively  

 labelled the “pay  

 less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge  

 Councillors to  

 explore ways of  

 preventing rates  

 increases over  

 and above  

 inflation by cutting  

 back office and  

 wasteful  

 spending, reining  

 in Council- 

 Controlled  

 Organisations,  

 and reprioritising  

 money spent on  

 operations and  

 staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure  
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 investment. 

   

 This should  

 include: 

 - A hiring freeze  

 on all non- 

 essential roles  

 until an  

 independent  

 review has been  

 taken 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. 

   

 I also call on the  

 Council to get  

 smarter about  

 infrastructure  

 investment. I  

 support the  

 Mayor's proposed  

 “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to  
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 lease Auckland  

 Port's operations  

 to an expert  

 external operator  

 while keeping the  

 Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing  

 that money to  

 invest in  

 infrastructure so  

 that rates and  

 debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the  

 submission of the  

 Auckland  

 Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back  

 their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland  

 Council, 

   

 I am writing to  

 provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three  

 options for rate  

 hikes – the most  

 expensive of  

 which would see a  

 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates  

 should be limited  

 to inflation and the  

 Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect  

 the current  

 economic  

 circumstances  

 facing Auckland  
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 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three  

 options presented,  

 my preferred  

 option is lowest  

 option – which is  

 still much higher  

 than inflation  

 despite it being  

 deceptively  

 labelled the “pay  

 less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge  

 Councillors to  

 explore ways of  

 preventing rates  

 increases over  

 and above  

 inflation by cutting  

 back office and  

 wasteful  

 spending, reining  

 in Council- 

 Controlled  
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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  
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 marketing  

 exercises and so- 

 called “traffic  

 calming  

 measures” (such  

 as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by  

 Auckland  

 Transport. This  

 money should be  

 used to fix roads  

 and maintain  

 transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on  

 providing core  

 council services  

 such as effective  

 waste  

 management,  

 public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the  

 Council to get  

 smarter about  
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 infrastructure  

 investment. I  

 support the  

 Mayor's proposed  

 “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to  

 lease Auckland  

 Port's operations  

 to an expert  

 external operator  

 while keeping the  

 Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing  

 that money to  

 invest in  

 infrastructure so  

 that rates and  

 debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the  

 submission of the  

 Auckland  

 Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back  

 their vision of  
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 ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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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 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

847



#22594 
 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

850



#22595 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  
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 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A 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. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

883



#22601 
 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  
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 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  
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 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

893



#22602 
 

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

904



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

922



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

933



#22616 
 

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

964



#22628 
 

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

980



#22634 
 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

991



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  
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 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  
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 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  
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 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

1011



#22648 
 

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly 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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 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

1020



#22649 
 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

1033



#22655 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  
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 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1049



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  
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 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  
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 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

1054



#22661 
 

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  
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 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 

1071



#22664 
 

to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

1079



#22666 
 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

1107



#22684 
 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

1108



#22684 
 
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  
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 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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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: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

1136



#22695 
 

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those  

 the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  
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 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-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  
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 current economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those  
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 the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  
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 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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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 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

1176



#22703 
 

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1183



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

1196



#22712 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Prioritising and focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

 - Postpone all ‘nice to have' pet projects and  

 direct funds and attention to ‘need to have'  

 infrastructure. 

   

 I also request the Council to get smarter  

 about their investment in infrastructure. I  

 support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund”  

 and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  
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 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 I also support the council being more  

 responsive and accountable to ratepayers  

 and not making arbitrary decisions. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Prioritising and focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

 - Postpone all ‘nice to have' pet projects and  

 direct funds and attention to ‘need to have'  

 infrastructure. 
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 I also request the Council to get smarter  

 about their investment in infrastructure. I  

 support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund”  

 and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 I also support the council being more  

 responsive and accountable to ratepayers  

 and not making arbitrary decisions. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1209



#22718 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

1216



#22719 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!'   

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!'   

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

1258



#22734 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

1279



#22741 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  
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 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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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: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

1294



#22746 
 
 

4d. Do you have 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). 

 

1295



#22746 
 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

1325



#22754 
 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

1335



#22755 
 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1337



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which  

 is still much higher than inflation despite  

 it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases over  

 and above inflation by cutting back  

 office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  
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 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back  

 their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which  

 is still much higher than inflation despite  

 it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases over  

 and above inflation by cutting back  

 office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  
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 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back  

 their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

1345



#22757 
 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  
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 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  
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 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  
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 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  
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 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

1360



#22762 
 
Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

1364



#22764 
 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  
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 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  
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 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  
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 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  
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 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

1412



#22785 
 
6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  
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 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  
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 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

1419



#22786 
 

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  
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 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

 

1431



#22787 
 
6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1451



#22796 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

1460



#22799 
 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

1462



#22799 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic 
circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent 
on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries  

 of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps)  

 by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the 
Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  
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 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic 
circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent 
on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries  

 of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps)  

 by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the 
Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
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. 

   

1501



#22821 
 

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1513



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still  

 much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  
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 to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still  

 much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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 reaching out to share my thoughts on the proposed Long-Term Plan laid out by 
the Mayor, specifically regarding the future 10-Year Budget. 
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 I must express my opposition to all suggested rate increases, particularly the most 
drastic proposal that could lead to a 38% hike over a mere three  

 years. I believe that rate adjustments should solely reflect inflation rates, urging the 
Council to adjust its expenditures to better suit the economic  

 realities faced by Auckland's ratepayers. 

  

 Among the outlined options, the one I find least objectionable is ironically the so-called 
“pay less, get less” option, despite it proposing an increase well  

 above the inflation rate. This label, in my opinion, is misleading. 

  

 It is imperative for the Councillors to consider alternative strategies to mitigate rate 
increases beyond inflation. This includes minimizing non-essential  

 operational expenses, scrutinizing and potentially scaling back on Council-Controlled 
Organisations, and reallocating funds from operations and  

 staffing towards more critical areas such as capital and infrastructure projects. 

  

 Specific measures should include: 

  

 Implementing a moratorium on hiring for non-critical positions pending an independent 
audit aimed at addressing potential overstaffing issues and the  

 comparative analysis of council management salaries with the private sector. 

 Halting costly marketing initiatives and unnecessary traffic interventions like 
unwarranted speed bumps by Auckland Transport, reallocating those funds  

 towards essential road repairs and transportation infrastructure upkeep. 

 Prioritizing fundamental municipal services, for instance, efficient waste management, 
accessible public bins, and consistent weekly trash collection. 

 Further, I advocate for a more strategic approach to infrastructure investment. I 
support the establishment of the “Future Fund” as suggested by the  

 Mayor and endorse the idea of leasing out Auckland Port operations to a qualified 
external entity, ensuring the land remains under ratepayer ownership.  
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 The proceeds from this lease should be earmarked for infrastructure investments, 
aiming to mitigate rate and debt increases. 

  

 Lastly, I stand with the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance, echoing their call for 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 Regards 

 Nick Stein 

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 reaching out to share my thoughts on the proposed Long-Term Plan laid out by 
the Mayor, specifically regarding the future 10-Year Budget. 

  

 I must express my opposition to all suggested rate increases, particularly the most 
drastic proposal that could lead to a 38% hike over a mere three  

 years. I believe that rate adjustments should solely reflect inflation rates, urging the 
Council to adjust its expenditures to better suit the economic  

 realities faced by Auckland's ratepayers. 

  

 Among the outlined options, the one I find least objectionable is ironically the so-called 
“pay less, get less” option, despite it proposing an increase well  

 above the inflation rate. This label, in my opinion, is misleading. 

  

 It is imperative for the Councillors to consider alternative strategies to mitigate rate 
increases beyond inflation. This includes minimizing non-essential  

 operational expenses, scrutinizing and potentially scaling back on Council-Controlled 
Organisations, and reallocating funds from operations and  

 staffing towards more critical areas such as capital and infrastructure projects. 
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 Specific measures should include: 

  

 Implementing a moratorium on hiring for non-critical positions pending an independent 
audit aimed at addressing potential overstaffing issues and the  

 comparative analysis of council management salaries with the private sector. 

 Halting costly marketing initiatives and unnecessary traffic interventions like 
unwarranted speed bumps by Auckland Transport, reallocating those funds  

 towards essential road repairs and transportation infrastructure upkeep. 

 Prioritizing fundamental municipal services, for instance, efficient waste management, 
accessible public bins, and consistent weekly trash collection. 

 Further, I advocate for a more strategic approach to infrastructure investment. I 
support the establishment of the “Future Fund” as suggested by the  

 Mayor and endorse the idea of leasing out Auckland Port operations to a qualified 
external entity, ensuring the land remains under ratepayer ownership.  

 The proceeds from this lease should be earmarked for infrastructure investments, 
aiming to mitigate rate and debt increases. 

  

 Lastly, I stand with the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance, echoing their call for 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 Regards 

 Nick Stein 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

 

1559



#22839 
 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an  

 expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘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: 

 

1566



#22846 
 
4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

1570



#22849 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

1585



#22854 
 

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  
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 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  
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 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  
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 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

1598



#22856 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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).   I am a pensioner and do not have enough money to  
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 afford any hike in rates.  I have had to spend most of my savings to keep myself going 
as everything goes up that I have to buy with no equivalent rise  

 in Super.  IT'S NOT FAIR! 

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option.  

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. Too many overpaid 
staff doing just what??? 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. No 2-weekly rubbish  

 collections unless you intend providing more pest controllers to combat the vermine 
that will love the extra food and rubbish!   
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!'  

 Too right I do!!! 

 

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 am a pensioner and do not have enough money to  

 afford any hike in rates.  I have had to spend most of my savings to keep myself going 
as everything goes up that I have to buy with no equivalent rise  

 in Super.  IT'S NOT FAIR! 

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option.  
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. Too many overpaid 
staff doing just what??? 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. No 2-weekly rubbish  

 collections unless you intend providing more pest controllers to combat the vermine 
that will love the extra food and rubbish!   

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!'  

 Too right I do!!! 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

1603



#22866 
 
 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations,  

 and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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  
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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. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations,  

 and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

1613



#22868 
 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

1619



#22871 
 

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  
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 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  
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 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  
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 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  
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 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  
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 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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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: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 I would further suggest as a better option that the NZ Government sack the council 
apart from Wayne Brown, appoint  Wayne Brown as a Commissioner  

 with 3 others specially selected to implement Wayne Browns policies without ignorant 
Council interference. (Similar to what was done in Tauranga) 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 I would further suggest as a better option that the NZ Government sack the council 
apart from Wayne Brown, appoint  Wayne Brown as a Commissioner  

 with 3 others specially selected to implement Wayne Browns policies without ignorant 
Council interference. (Similar to what was done in Tauranga) 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

   

 I reject all three 

 options for rate 

 hikes – the most 

 expensive of which 

 would see a 38% 

 increase over three 

 years. Rates should 

 be limited to 

 inflation and the 

 Council should cut 

 its cloth to reflect 

 the current economic 

 circumstances facing 

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options 

 presented, my 

 preferred option is 

 lowest option – 

 which is still much 

 higher than 

 inflation despite it 
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 being deceptively 

 labelled the “pay 

 less, get less” 

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge 

 Councillors to 

 explore ways of 

 preventing rates 

 increases over and 

 above inflation by 

 cutting back office 

 and wasteful 

 spending, reining in 

 Council-Controlled 

 Organisations, and 

 reprioritising money 

 spent on operations 

 and staffing to 

 capital and 

 infrastructure 

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on 

 all non-essential 

 roles until an 
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 independent review 

 has been taken to 

 address concerns of 

 overstaffing and the 

 salaries of council 

 managers increasing 

 much higher than 

 those the private 

 sector. 

 - Pausing expensive 

 and unnecessary 

 marketing exercises 

 and so-called 

 “traffic calming 

 measures” (such as 

 unnecessary speed 

 humps) by Auckland 

 Transport. This 

 money should be used 

 to fix roads and 

 maintain transport 

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on 

 providing core 

 council services 

 such as effective 

 waste management, 
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 public bins, and 

 weekly rubbish 

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the 

 Council to get 

 smarter about 

 infrastructure 

 investment. I 

 support the Mayor's 

 proposed “Future 

 Fund” and the 

 proposal to lease 

 Auckland Port's 

 operations to an 

 expert external 

 operator while 

 keeping the Port's 

 land in ratepayers' 

 hands and 

 ringfencing that 

 money to invest in 

 infrastructure so 

 that rates and debt 

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the 
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 submission of the 

 Auckland Ratepayers' 

 Alliance and back 

 their vision of 

 ‘Reasonable Rates, 

 Sensible Spending in 

 our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland 

 Council, 

   

 I am writing to 

 provide feedback on 

 the Mayor's proposed 

 Long-Term Plan 

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three 

 options for rate 

 hikes – the most 

 expensive of which 

 would see a 38% 

 increase over three 

 years. Rates should 

 be limited to 
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 inflation and the 

 Council should cut 

 its cloth to reflect 

 the current economic 

 circumstances facing 

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options 

 presented, my 

 preferred option is 

 lowest option – 

 which is still much 

 higher than 

 inflation despite it 

 being deceptively 

 labelled the “pay 

 less, get less” 

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge 

 Councillors to 

 explore ways of 

 preventing rates 

 increases over and 

 above inflation by 

 cutting back office 

 and wasteful 
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 spending, reining in 

 Council-Controlled 

 Organisations, and 

 reprioritising money 

 spent on operations 

 and staffing to 

 capital and 

 infrastructure 

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on 

 all non-essential 

 roles until an 

 independent review 

 has been taken to 

 address concerns of 

 overstaffing and the 

 salaries of council 

 managers increasing 

 much higher than 

 those the private 

 sector. 

 - Pausing expensive 

 and unnecessary 

 marketing exercises 

 and so-called 
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 “traffic calming 

 measures” (such as 

 unnecessary speed 

 humps) by Auckland 

 Transport. This 

 money should be used 

 to fix roads and 

 maintain transport 

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on 

 providing core 

 council services 

 such as effective 

 waste management, 

 public bins, and 

 weekly rubbish 

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the 

 Council to get 

 smarter about 

 infrastructure 

 investment. I 

 support the Mayor's 

 proposed “Future 

 Fund” and the 

 proposal to lease 
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 Auckland Port's 

 operations to an 

 expert external 

 operator while 

 keeping the Port's 

 land in ratepayers' 

 hands and 

 ringfencing that 

 money to invest in 

 infrastructure so 

 that rates and debt 

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the 

 submission of the 

 Auckland Ratepayers' 

 Alliance and back 

 their vision of 

 ‘Reasonable Rates, 

 Sensible Spending in 

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

1690



#22895 
 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are 
kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are 
kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

 The most effective way to cut costs is to cut the bureaucracy and the excessive 
number of bureaucrats that are in our City Council. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  
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 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

 The most effective way to cut costs is to cut the bureaucracy and the excessive 
number of bureaucrats that are in our City Council. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

1722



#22908 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  
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 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  
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 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

1759



#22919 
 

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

1796



#22927 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

1800



#22927 
 
6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  
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 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

1815



#22931 
 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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  I really do not understand how you can think  

 that families and retired people in particular  

 can meet these price increases. Auckland is  

 becoming very unaffordable  

  

  Rates should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. I voted for the current  

 administration as one  platform was affordable  

 rates.  

  

  Councillors must explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and above inflation by  

 cutting back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled Organisations,  

 and reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. The unnecessary expenditure eg  

 crossings, traffic management and cones , bike  

 lanes make us a laughing stock. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation. People just cannot afford  

 these hikes in rates. I have managed my  
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 money carefully all my life- needed to prioritise  

 but it seems the Council just continues to  

 employ staff - employ/ contract  people who  

 can do the job they are employed to do. Life is  

 full of "nice to haves"  however the plight of  

 Aucklanders is rapidly becoming not even  

 affording the basic necessities . Reducing  

 rubbish collections is ridiculous- a major health  

 problem in the making full if unintended  

 consequences 

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 Get real Council - read the room 

 

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 really do not understand how you can think  

 that families and retired people in particular  
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 can meet these price increases. Auckland is  

 becoming very unaffordable  

  

  Rates should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. I voted for the current  

 administration as one  platform was affordable  

 rates.  

  

  Councillors must explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and above inflation by  

 cutting back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled Organisations,  

 and reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. The unnecessary expenditure eg  

 crossings, traffic management and cones , bike  

 lanes make us a laughing stock. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation. People just cannot afford  

 these hikes in rates. I have managed my  

 money carefully all my life- needed to prioritise  

 but it seems the Council just continues to  

 employ staff - employ/ contract  people who  
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 can do the job they are employed to do. Life is  

 full of "nice to haves"  however the plight of  

 Aucklanders is rapidly becoming not even  

 affording the basic necessities . Reducing  

 rubbish collections is ridiculous- a major health  

 problem in the making full if unintended  

 consequences 

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

  

 Get real Council - read the room 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should be used  

 to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should be used  

 to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

 

1849



#22938 
 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

1857



#22940 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  
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 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

1893



#22951 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Ideally rates  

 should not be increased at all, council needs to make cut backs by returning to just 
supplying basic essential services,  

 reducing staff numbers and over paid managers. Rate payers do not have endless 
deep pockets to keep funding councils  

 ridiculous overspending. MAKE CUTBACKS NOW AND WORK WITHIN YOUR 
BUDGET JUST LIKE RATEPAYERS HAVE TO  

 DO!! 

   

  

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Ideally rates  

 should not be increased at all, council needs to make cut backs by returning to just 
supplying basic essential services,  

 reducing staff numbers and over paid managers. Rate payers do not have endless 
deep pockets to keep funding councils  

 ridiculous overspending. MAKE CUTBACKS NOW AND WORK WITHIN YOUR 
BUDGET JUST LIKE RATEPAYERS HAVE TO  

 DO!! 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

 

1930



#22961 
 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should adjust its spending to reflect the current economic 
circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers, and spend only on priority items . 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. Why would get less than now- with a increase in cost? 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending,  such as  

 reigning in and adequately managing Council-Controlled Organisations / contractors,( 
ie people actually doing the job they are paid for) and reprioritise  

 money spent on operations and staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review paid (for by the 
Government not Council), has been taken 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, or painting  

 coloured circles on the road) by Auckland Transport /Panuku) This money should be 
used to fix worn and potholed roads and maintain transport and  

 other necessary infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  
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 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should adjust its spending to reflect the current economic 
circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers, and spend only on priority items . 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. Why would get less than now- with a increase in cost? 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending,  such as  

 reigning in and adequately managing Council-Controlled Organisations / contractors,( 
ie people actually doing the job they are paid for) and reprioritise  

 money spent on operations and staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

1934



#22964 
 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review paid (for by the 
Government not Council), has been taken 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, or painting  

 coloured circles on the road) by Auckland Transport /Panuku) This money should be 
used to fix worn and potholed roads and maintain transport and  

 other necessary infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

1936



#22964 
 
Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

1939



#22965 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which  

 would see a 38% increase over three years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option  

 – which is still much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent  

 review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so- 

 called “traffic calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  
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 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 
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 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  
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 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  
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 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  
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 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  
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 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 
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 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  
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 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation AT  

 MOST, and the Council should cut its COSTS to reflect the current economic 
circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reigning  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles and use of consultants until an independent 
review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector  

 - Reviewing the need for so many employees being paid more than $100,000. How 
much value do they really add in excess of their salaries and  

 establish how value is actually assessed? 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing CORE council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. Everything else  

 should be secondary / optional IF the money is available. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation AT  

 MOST, and the Council should cut its COSTS to reflect the current economic 
circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reigning  

 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 and use of consultants until an independent 
review has been taken to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector  

 - Reviewing the need for so many employees being paid more than $100,000. How 
much value do they really add in excess of their salaries and  

 establish how value is actually assessed? 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing CORE council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. Everything else  

 should be secondary / optional IF the money is available. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1978



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 Stick to the basics and treat Council Funds as though it was your personal cheque 
book - spend with the utmost caution. 

1980



#22972 
 

  

 Regards 

 Tracey Powell 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 
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 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 Stick to the basics and treat Council Funds as though it was your personal cheque 
book - spend with the utmost caution. 

  

 Regards 

 Tracey Powell 

 

 

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: 

 

1982



#22972 
 
4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

2004



#22979 
 
 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 Stop wasting Auckland rate payer money on things that do nothing but make life 
harder for everyone! 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  
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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. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 Stop wasting Auckland rate payer money on things that do nothing but make life 
harder for everyone! 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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). 

2030



#22993 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are 
kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are 
kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the 
current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the 
current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above  
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 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 
should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 
expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 
that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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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: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until  

 an independent review has been taken to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
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. 

   

2084



#23014 
 

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are 
kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office  
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 and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are 
kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are 
kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are 
kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  
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 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

  

 

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 endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances 
facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's 
land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 
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 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  
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 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private 
sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 
economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 
money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 
maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 
keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 
down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

2150



#23038 
 

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher  

 than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing  
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 that money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan  

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  
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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. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken 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. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

2195



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

2200



#23057 
 

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

2206



#23061 
 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  
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 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

2214



#23062 
 

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  
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 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 
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 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  
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 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 
cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 
option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-
Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 
capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 
much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 
money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 

2224



#23066 
 

to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 
ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three  

 years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect  

 the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still  

 much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back  

 office and wasteful spending,  
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 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken 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. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  

 keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three  

 years. Rates should be limited  

 to inflation and the Council  

 should cut its cloth to reflect  

 the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still  

 much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  
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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  
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 roads and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste management,  

 public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  

 keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  
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 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  
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 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  
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 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  
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 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which  

 is still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases over  

 and above inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations  

 and staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  
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 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport.  

 This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  
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 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see a  

 38% increase over three years. Rates  

 should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which  

 is still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  
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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. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  
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 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

 

2283



#23084 
 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  
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 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  
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 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  
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 over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

2315



#23095 
 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

2316



#23095 
 

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  
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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. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the  

 current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  
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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. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that  

 rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

2330



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

2332



#23102 
 

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken 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  
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 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  

 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback  

 on the Mayor's proposed Long- 

 Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate  

 hikes – the most expensive of  

 which would see a 38% increase  
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 over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented,  

 my preferred option is lowest  

 option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office  

 and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 
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 essential roles until an  

 independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing exercises  

 and so-called “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be  

 used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as effective  

 waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's  
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 land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and  

 debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance  

 and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible  

 Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles immediately until an independent  

 review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land  
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 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  
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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. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles immediately until an independent  

 review has been taken 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  
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 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 
Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 
increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 
Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 
much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 
above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 
staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 
to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 
calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 
infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 
public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 
Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 
ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 
‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: I 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  
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 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher  

 than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get  

 smarter about infrastructure  

 investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing  
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 that money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on  

 the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan  

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes  

 – the most expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation  

 and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  
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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. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken 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. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land  

 in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing  

 that money to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable  

 Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

2371



#23122 
 
Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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